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The Additional Judges. 

Ir 1s satisfactory to find, from the reply of the Prime Minister 
to a question in the House of Commons on Wednesday, that it 
is the intention of the Government to proceed with the Supreme 
Court of Judicature Bill during the present session. 


The Law Society and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. 

WITH REGARD to our remarks last week, we are glad to 
learn that a very well expressed resolution relative to the 
strange outburst of the Chancellor of the Exchequer is to be 
moved on behalf of the Council at the general meeting on 
the 8th of July. 


The New County Court Judge. 

Mr. Henry Yorke StTancer, K.C., has been appointed Judge 
of County Courts on Circuit No. 7, in*the place of his Honour 
Judge WiLL, K.C., deceased. Mr. STANGER, who was educated 
at Lincoln College, Oxford, was called to the bar in 1874, and 
has practised on the Midland Circuit. 


The Provincial Meeting of the Law Society. 


IT WILL be seen from the circular we print elsewhere (which, 
together with the annual report of the Council, by an oversight, 
failed to reach us in time for printing last week) that the 
Provincial Meeting is to be held at Bristol on the 27th and 28th 
of September next, when the local law society will afford much 
hospitality and opportunities for enjoyment. 


Purchasers of Land and Estate Duty. 

OUR CORRESPONDENT, “ Query,” whose letter we printed and 
commented on last week (ante, pp. 610, 615), in a further letter, 
which we print elsewhere, suggests that the view now taken by 
the Inland Revenue as to the liability to estate duty of land sold 
under a trust for sale is wrong, and that on the sale the duty is 
shifted to the purchase-money. We believe that he is right in 
saying that there is no judicial decision on the subject, and of 
course the considerations which rendered the incidence of the 
duty doubtful when the matter was under discussion shortly 
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after the passing of the Finance Act, 1894, are still relevant. 
But, in fact, the controversy has been allowed to drop. We 
ourselves took occasion to point out at an early stage of it that 
the original view of the Inland Revenue was probably wrong 
(41 Soricirors’ JouRNAL, 308), and when they changed 
that view the profession acquiesced: see also Williams on 
Vendor and Purchaser, p. 238. This being so, it does not seem 
worth while to raise the question again. The same correspon- 
dent, and also another, whose letter we print elsewhere, suggest 
that our statement that a purchaser is entitled to the production of 
a certificate of discharge of estate duty under sect‘on 11 (1) of the 
Finance Act, 1894, cannot be supported by authority. There is no 
judicial authority, but we believe that the practice of conveyancers 
is in accordance with our statement, and in a matter of this kind 
such practice has ranked since Lord ELDON’s time as nearly 
equivalent to judicial authority. A requisition for the certificate 
is continually made and acceded to. And the practice is founded 
on the provisions of the Act. Under section 11 (4) the certificate 
of discharge exonerates a loné fide purchaser without notice, and 
a purchaser is entitled to have the benefit of this provision. In 
a leading book of practice it is laid down very definitely that a 
purchaser must require the certificate, and not be satisfied with a 
receipt: 1 Key & Elph. Prec. (9th ed.), pp. 505, 678. 


Taxation of Costs in District Registries. 

THE CHANGES which have been effected of recent years by 
statute and rule in matters of procedure make it frequently a 
matter of difliculty to ascertain exactly how far any particular 
alteration has been carried, and this is illustrated by the recent 
decision of the Court of Appeal in Je kt. W. Stead (ante, p. 618) 
with regard to the jurisdiction of a district registrar to tax costs 
in non-contentious business. The taxation of costs as between 
solicitor and client depends on section 37 of the Solicitors Act, 
1843. Under that sect’on the taxation of business transacted 
in a court of equity, and of business not transacted in any court 
of law or equity, was to be referred by the Lord Chancellor or the 
Master of the Rolls to the proper officer of the court. After the 
Judicature Act, 1873, which by section 16 transferred the juris- 
diction of the Court of Chancery to the High Court, it was a 
question whether the transfer included the taxation of non- 
contentious business, and in Ie Pollard (20 Q, B. D. 656) it was 
decided by a majority of the Court of Appeal (Fry and Lops, 
L.JJ., Lord Esurer, M.R., diss.) that it did, though it was also 
held that the application for taxation ought to made in the Chan- 
cery Division. On this latter point the decision was rendered 
obsolete by rule 26A of order 65, which was introduced in 
1903, and which provided that orders for taxation of bills might 
be made by the court or a judge in any division of the High 
Court, notwithstanding that the bills related to non-contentious 
business. This, as Cozens-Harpy, M.R., pointed out in the 
present case, enables an order for taxation of costs of non- 
contentious business to be made by a judge on an originating 
summons issued in a district registry, but it is a different 
question who is the proper officer to whom the taxation is to be 
referred. In the case in question the application was for the 
taxation to be referred to the registrar of the Manchester 
District Registry, where the summons was taken out. But there 
— to be no authority in the rules for such a reference. 
age ord. 35, r. 6A, where a case commenced in the Chancery 

Ivision is proceeding } e ' Manchester Distric 
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gistry, gistre y act as taxing-master therein ; 
and under rule 4 of the same order, where final judgment has 
been entered in a district registry, the costs are to be taxed 
there unless the court or a judge shall otherwise order. These 
provisions as to costs in particular matters seem to exclude any 
general power to refer costs in matters not specified to a district 
registrar for taxation, and such taxations must be referred to a 
master of the Supreme Court, who can tax under the power 
conferred on them by ord. 61, r. 1B. It was held, accordingly, 
in the present case that non-contentious costs can only be 
taxed in London. 


Re Harkness and Allsopp Again. 


It Isa little startling to find that a Bill has been prepared on 
the instructions of the Council of the Law Society which is 








intended to avoid the effect of Re Harkness and Allsopp’s Contract 
(1896, 2 Ch. 358). Most practitioners have assumed that that 
troublesome decision was got rid of by the Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1907. The decision was that the provisions of the 
Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, enabling a married woman 
to hold and dispose of property as her separate property as if she 
were a feme sole, did not apply to property of which she was a 
trustee. Hence such property could only be conveyed by the 
forms necessary beforethe Act. Theconcurrence of her husband 
was necessary and the deed had to be separately acknowledged, 
To avoid this the Act of 1907 enacted as follows: “A married 
woman is able, without her husband, to dispose of, or to join in 
disposing of, real or personal property held by her solely or jointly 
with any other person as trustee or personal representative in 
like manner as if she were a feme sole”: and the enactment was 
made retrospective back to the date of the Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1882. Since this enactment it has been assumed 
that a conveyance could be taken from a married woman trustee as 
though she were a feme sole, and Re Harkness and Allsopp’s Contract 
has been consigned to oblivion; but the Council of the Law 
Society have apparently discovered that this was premature, 
True, the married woman trustee can dispose of the property 
as a feme sole so faras it is vested in her, but the Act of 1907 
does not, it is suggested, operate to exclude the common law 
rule under which an estate vests in the husband during the 
coverture, and it does not enable the wife to convey this 
estate. Accordingly it is proposed that section 1 of the Act 
of 1907 shall be repealed, and a much longer provision 
substituted which is intended to enable the married woman 
to hold and dispose of the trust property as if she had always 
been a feme sole. The question raised as to the efficacy of 
the Act of 1907 is, we incline to think, more ingenious 
than serious. The decision of Nortu, J., in Le Harkness and 
Allsopp’s Contract was intelligible, though regrettable. We can- 
not believe that since the Act of 1907 any judge would hold 
that a conveyance by a married woman trustee alone is not 
effectual to pass the entire interest in the property so far as she 
and her husband are concerned. The Bili seems to give too 
much importance to a fancied defect in the Act of 1907. That 
Act, in enabling the married woman to dispose of trust property 
as a feme sole, clearly implies that she is to hold it as a fem 


sole. 


The Appointment of New Trustees. 


THE CHIEF existing statutory provision as to the appointment 
of new trustees is contained in section 10 of the Trustee Act, 
1893, but experience has shewn various omissions in the section, 
and a Bill to remedy them has been introduced by Mr. HILLs. 
The Bill, which is called the Trustee Bill, bas been prepared on 
instructions of the Council of the Law Society and has ben 
approved by the General Council of the Bar. Section 10 (2) of 
the Act of 1893 provides that on the appointment of a new 
trustee the number of trustees may be increased ; but this does 
not authorize such increase except when a vacancy has occurred, 
and the increase may, of course, be just as desirable where there 
is no existing vacancy. The matter can be arranged by the tem 
porary retirement of a trustee, but this is a troublesome formality. 
Clause 1 (1) of the Bill will enable an additional trustee to be 
appointed where a sole trustee was originally appointed, and a'so 
in other cases where there are not more than three trustees. Under 
section 10 (1) of the Act of 1893, where there is no person toappoint 
new trustees nominated by the instrument the personal representa- 
tives of a last surviving trustee may appoint. But the term “ per- 
sonal representatives” includes all the executors appointed by the 
will of the deceased who have not renounced, whether they have 
proved the will or not. The power of appointing trustees given 
by Lord CranwortuH’s Act (23 & 24 Vict. c. 145) was more 
beneficial in this respect, since it authorized an appointment by 
the “acting” executors: Re Boucherett (1908, 1 Ch. 180). 
Under the Trustee Act, 1893, it has hitherto been necessary to 
obtain the concurrence of all executors who have not renounced. 
Clause 1 (3) of the Bill proposes to amend this by making the 
power exerciseable by “ the executors for the time being (whether 
original or by representation)” without the concurrence ol 
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any executor who has renounced or not proved ; and sub-clause 
4 enables a sole executor to exercise the power of appointing 
new trustees at any time before he renounces. Section 26 of 
the Act of 1893 enables the court, in cases where it appoints a 
new trustee, to make a vesting order as to land, and section 35 
confers similar power as to stocks and choses in action. In 
general, on an appointment out of court, the property is vested 
in the new trustees by a vesting declaration under section 12 of 
the Act of 1893; but this does not apply to all classes of 
property, and clause 2 of the Bill proposes to amend sections 
26 and 35 by enabling the court to make vesting orders where 
new trustees have been appointed out of court. The Bill willrequire 
consideration in detail, and its language seems to be capable of 
improvement, but, if passed, it will constitute a useful supple- 
ment to the provisions of the Act of 1893. 


Distinction between Facts and Inferences. 


AN APPELLATE court is always unwilling to interfere with 
the findings of fact arrived at by the courts below. This is usually 
put on the ground that the courts below have had an oppor- 
tunity of observing the demeanour of the witnesses. Where 
there is no oral evidence, therefore, the reason of the rule ceases 
to exist, and with it the rule itself. An illustration occurred 
recently in Zhe Grawpmner (Times, June 23rd), where the House 
of Lords reversed the decision of BARGRAVE DEANE, J., and 
the Court of Appeal. The action was brought by owners of cargo 
against the owners of the ship, to recover damages for loss of 
cargo. The defence was that the defendants (appellants) were pro- 
tected by a negligence clause in the charter-party, which was 
incorporated in the bill of lading held by the plaintiffs (respon- 
dents). The respondents alleged that they did not know the 
negligence clause was in the charter-party. This looked like a 
question of fact, and was so treated in the courts below. 
BARGRAVE DEANE, J., and the Court of Appeal held that there 
was not sufficient evidence of the respondents’ knowledge to en- 
title the appellants to succeed. The House of Lords reversed these 
decisions on the ground that the proper inference kad not been 
drawn from the evidence. The respondents had actually con- 
tracted that the charter should contain a negligence clause, and 
it did contain such a clause. This was held to constitute primd 
facie evidence that the respondents knew of the clause being in 
the charter-party, and there was no further evidence on the 
point. The Lord Chancellor particularly “desired to safeguard 
himself from the suggestion that this was a case in which the 
House had differed from the courts below on a question of fact. 
Their lordships were always very chary in differing on questions 
of fact, because the tribunals below had the opportunity of 
observing the witnesses ; but this was a case in which no 
oral evidence was given at all. Their lordships had simply to 
draw the proper inferences from admitted facts.” It is to be 
observed that these remarks in no way run counter to the rule 
referred to in the Court of Appeal, to the effect that the doc- 
trine of constructive notice is not applied to commercial trans- 
actions as it is to transactions with land and other property. 
The respondents were held to have had, not merely constructive 
notice, but actual knowledge—though this actual knowledge 
was only just sufficiently proved. 


The Atlantic Fisheries Arbitration. 


THE ACCOUNTS of the arbitration proceedings at The Hague, 
published in the daily press, continue to be extremely interesting. 
In the Times of June 27th some extracts are given from the 
opening speech of Mr. TURNER, the American representative, as 
to the limitation of Great Britain’s sovereign rights both by 
actual partition and by the creation of a “servitude.” After 
pointing out that the United States did actually claim all Canada, 
Nova Scotia, and Quebec after the recognition of American 
independence, Mr. TURNER continued: “ If that claim had been 
yielded to—and the history which we now have disclosed in this 
case indicates that it probably would have been yielded to if the 
United States had insisted upon it with sufficient vigour—the 
United States would have acquired all of those territories, 
including the fisheries upon their coasts, upon this very doctrine 


tained because the independence of the United States was first 
recognized.” Failing an actual partition of sovereign rights, the 
American counsel contends that the British right of sovereignty 
was in effect limited by the creation of an international servitude. 
Great stress appears to be laid on the analogy of the former 
relations between the German States, and the authority of a 
xerman text-book on the subject of public servitudes between 
States. The United States claim complete participation with 
Great Britain in the method of enforcing fishing regulations. 
Mr. TURNER said: “If we have a sovereign right which we 
are exercising in our own right, and we find that that sovereign 
right is being disturbed and impaired by the mode in which 
regulations are being carried on, we may come in and say : 
‘It shall not be done in this manner any longer. We propose 
to have our own voice and our own hand and our own par- 
ticipation, not only in the making of these regulations, but in 
their enforcement in these waters.’” On Judge Gray asking 
“Would that be war?” Mr. TURNER answered that it would 
be war if both parties insisted on their rights, but he assumed 
that Great Britain would bow to the decision of the tribunal 
—if in favour of the United States. Oddly enough, Mr. 
TURNER said nothing about the possibility of a decision being 
adverse to the United States. 


Imprisonment for Nonpayment of Penalties. 


THE ATTENTION of the Home Secretary has been directed to the 
number of persons who are undergoing imprisonment for default 
in the payment of fines. It has been represented to him that in 
many of these cases the imprisonment is unnecessary, for if 
time were given for the payment of the penalty, it would be duly 
paid. The provisions of the Summary Jurisdiction Acts with 
regard to imprisonment, either as an original punishment or as 
the means of enforcing payment of a pecuniary fine, are not so 
clear as could be wished, but it may be stated that where any- 
one is adjudged by the conviction of a court of summary juris- 
diction, or in the case of a sum not a civil debt, by an order 
of the court, to pay any sum of money, and on default of payment 
of such sum a warrant of distress is authorized to be issued, and 
it appears to the court of summary jurisdiction to whom applica- 
tion is made to issue such warrant that such person has no goods 
whereon to levy the distress, or that in the event of a warrant of 
distress being issued, his goods will be insufficient to satisfy the 
money payable by him, or that the levy of distress will be more 
injurious to him or his family than imprisonment, the court, 
instead of issuing the warrant, may order the same person on 
nonpayment of the sum _to be imprisoned for the prescribed 
period. By section 7 of the Act ot 1879 a court of summary 
jurisdiction by whose conviction or order any sum is adjudged 
to be paid may allow payment by instalments or security 
to be taken for payment of the money, and by section 21 
the court is empowered to postpone the issue of a warrant of 
distress until such time and on such Conditions, if any, as to the 
court shall seem just. It would, therefore, appear that the con- 
cessions which the justices are authorized to make would prevent 
any unnecessary imprisonment of a defendant for nonpayment of 
penal fines authorized by the Legislature, and that where from 
any cause the defendant refuses to pay, the magistrates are not 
enforcing a debt, but exacting a penalty in satisfaction of 
justice. 


The Benefits of Negotiable Securities. 


WE LEARN from one of the financial papers that a colonial 
loan recently issued in this country has not been a success, 
the objection of many investors resting upon the words at the 
end of the prospectus: ‘The stock will be registered . . 
and transferable by deed.” The education of Englishmen appears 
to have proceeded so far that they no longer prefer a registered 
stock to securities which pass from hand to hand and which are 
ordinarily kept in the strong rooms of banks. It cannot be 
denied that there is some risk in the custody of bearer securities. 

sonds payable to bearer and passing on the Stock Exchange by 
delivery only are occasionally handed to brokers for sale, and it 
has happened that brokers who were in the habit of receiving 
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bonds, have deposited with these bankers as cover for advances | Justices to warn those in authority against the proposition that 


bonds which were not their property. In such cases it has been 
held that the bankers were entitled to retain the bonds for the 
amount which the brokers had apparent authority to borrow. 
There have also been cases in which negotiable securities 
deposited with bankers by customers for safe custody have been 
stolen, and in which it has been held that, the bankers being 
gratuitous bailees and having exercised ordinary care, were not 
liable for the loss which their customers had sustained. All 
these dangers, of which little account is taken on the other side 
of the Atlantic, are less regarded here than formerly ; the con- 
venience of easy transfer is more appreciated, and it is not for- 
gotten that, with regard to some of these securities, the payment 
of income tax may be avoided, at any rate when the interest is 
not payable in the United Kingdom. 


Amendment of French Bastardy Law. 

A BILt forthe amendment of the law relating to illegitimate 
children will shortly be considered by the French legislature. 
The common law of England, as is well known, makes no pro- 
vision for the maintenance of a bastard child, but by different 
statutes provision is made for compelling the father to give 
security for its maintenance, so as to prevent it from becoming a 
charge upon the parish. These provisions have been also, as 
a general rule, adopted in the United States, the object being 
to indemnify the town or county from the charge of the child 
as a pauper. The French law was established by Article 340 of 
the Civil Code, by which any inquiry into the paternity of an 
illegitimate child is expressly prohibited, except in cases of 
abduction when the time of abduction coincides with that of 
conception, In such a case the abductor may, in a suit brought 
by the interested parties, be declared to be the father of the 
child. The only inquiry permitted with regard to the parentage 
of a bastard is, therefore, that of ascertaining who is the mother 
of the child responsible for its support. This provision of the 
Code has been the subject of lively discussion. Complaints of 
its injustice with regard to the mothers of illegitimate children 
have often been made, and the question has also been raised 
whether it does not give an implied sanction to incestuous 
marriages, even in the case of a father and his natural daughter. 
The amendment of Article 340 will be generally regarded as an 
act of tardy justice, but it must not be forgotten that in several 
inquiries as to the operation of the English poor laws the 
bastardy statutes have not escaped criticism. 


The Murder of an American Lady in Italy. 

ATTENTION HAS recently been directed to the law with regard 
to the extradition of criminals, owing to the discovery of the 
murder of an American lady near Lake Como and the flight of 
the suspected murderer, her husband, to the United States. It 
appears that the Italian Government does not surrender its own 
citizens, and that it has in a recent case refused to surrender an 
Italian subject to the United States, although in the extradition 
treaty of the 25rd of March, 1868, between Italy and the United 
States there is no article expressly excepting the citizens or 
subjects of either of the contracting States from the operation of 
the Treaty. In these circumstances it is not considered probable 
that the Italian Government will commit the inconsistency of 
demanding the surrender of an American citizen from the 
Government of the United States. It has, however, been sug- 
gested that as the fugitive, since his arrest on American territory, 
is reported to have admitted his guilt, he may be put on his 
trial for murder in the American courts. It has been held 
that, at common Jaw, an indictment will lie against a British 
subject for murdering another British subject in a foreign 
State, and it may well be that this rule of the common 
law is in force within the American Republic. But even in 
an ordinary case the prosecution of a criminal in the American 
courts is beset with difficulties, and in the absence of any 
demand for the extradition of the fugitive, it is more than 
probable that he will escape punishment. 


The Money-lenders Act. 
RECENT decisions on the Money-lenders Act, 1900, have not 
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money-lenders by their actions have come to be a terrible 
mischief to the community, and that there is a good and whole. 
some Act of Parliament which is intended to check their iniquities 
}and thus to confer a benefit upon a great many thoughtless 
persons who are not in a position to take care of themselves, 
There are, however, few signs that the business of money-lenders 
is in a depressed condition. Their advertisements are 
more plentiful than ever, and we are informed that they are 
largely represented among the creditors who petition for 
adjudications of bankruptcy. One of the arguments of the 
opponents of the Act has not, it seems to us, been sufficiently 
answered. It is urged that the Act does not protect borrowers 
at exorbitant interest from the dread of exposure, which is the same 
whether proceedings taken against them are or are not success. 
ful. One instance of this insufficiency of the existing law is the 
familiar case of an officer in an expensive regiment, who, being 
poorer than his companions, enters into a bargain with a money- 
| lender and is threatened with exposure at the War Office. We 
| are rather afraid that, in spite of all legislation, the man who is 
| determined to borrow money will go on borrowing it, as a 
| drunkard wilh have drink, and that nothing which the law can 
do will save him from ruin. 





The Late Sir Alfred Marten, K.C. 


THE CAREER of Sir ALFRED MARTEN, who died on the 2lst 
| ult., was a remarkable example of indomitable industry. We re- 
| member being told by the head of a iarge firm of solic.tors in the 
| City of London that before Mr. MARTEN was called to the bar, he 
had been admitted a solicitor and acted as managing clerk to our 
informant’s firm ; and, said he, “a better or more industrious man- 
aging clerk there could not possibly be.” “After Mr. MARTEN was 
called to the bar, at the age of twenty-eight years, our informant’s 
firm became his clients, and we were told that he never hesitated 
to remain at chambers till midnight to finish a draft. It was no 
wonder that he built up a large practice and became a Queen’s 
Counsel in 1874. As a leader in court and as a member of 
Parliament he was not so successful. He had a “slogging” or 
“hammering ” style of speech, and did not always perhaps under- 


| stand the importance of selecting for argument only the main 
| points of his case. 


He was, however, a very careful advocate, and 
although we have heard little of his career as a county court 
judge—a position which he attained in 1896—he must have been 
amply furnished with the learning and experience necessary for 
the efficient performance of the duties of that office. 








Contracts Not to be Performed 
Within a Year. 


IT is not a little singular that one of the leading provisions of 
the Statute of Frauds should still be the subject of uncertainty. 
Among the matters mentioned in section 4 as requiring to be 
evidenced by a memorandum in writing is “any agreement that 
is not to be performed witbin the space of one year from the 
making thereof.” At first sight this seems to be a reasonably 
clear provision, but, according to the judicial interpretation of the 
statute, it does not apply where the agreement is to be entirely 
executed by one party within the year, and the recent decision of 
the Divisional Court (BRAY and COLERIDGE, JJ.) in Leeve v. 
Jennings (Tumes, 23rd ult.) shews that it is by no means clear 
how far the exception extends. 

In Reeve v. Jennings the defendant, in 1905, entered into the 
service of the plaintiff, who was a dairyman, under a written 
agreement. The terms of the agreement provided that the ser- 
vice should be terminable by either party by one week's notice 
in writing, and the defendant bound himself not to carry on the 
same business within a radius of four miles for thirty-six months 
after the determination of the service. This service was ter- 
minated in July, 1906, but in April, 1908, the defendant was 
verbally re-engaged on the terms of the same agreement. In 
February of the present year he left the plaintiff's service and 





been remarkable for their leniency, and have led one of the Lords 


started business on his own account within the prohibited radius. 
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The plaintiff thereupon applied in the Edmonton County Court 
for an injunction. and the learned judge granted it. The defence 
of the statute was raised, but was overruled on the ground that, 
while the agreement could not, having regard to the period of 
thirty-six months, be performed by the defendant within a year, 
yet it was capable of being performed within a year by the 
plaintiff, and the statute was therefore excluded. This decision 
was given in reliance on Smith v. Neale (2 C. B. N. 8. 67). 

The doctrine that the statute does not apply where the contract 
can be executed on one side within the year seems to have been 
first stated in Donellan v. Read (3 B. & Ad. 899), There a jand- 
lord, who had demised premises for a term of years at £50 a 
year, agreed with his tenant, at a time when several years of the 
term were unexpired, to lay out £50 in improvements, the 
tenant undertaking to pay an increased rent of £5 a year during 
the remainder of the term. A memorandum in writing was 
prepared, but the defendant refused to sign it. The improve- 
ments were completed within three months of the date of the 
agreement, and the defendant paid the next quarter’s rent at the 
increased rate, but afterwards he refused to pay more than the 
original rent. In an action to recover the increased rent the 
defence of the statute was raised, but was overruled. LITTLEDALE, 
J., who delivered the judgment of the King’s Bench, said: “ As 
to the contract not being to be performed within a year, we 
think that as the contract was entirely executed on one side 
within a year, and as it was the intention of the parties, founded 
on a reasonable expectation, that it should be so, the Statute of 
Frauds does not extend to such a case.” In Cherry v. Heming (4 
Ex., p. 635) PARKE, B., referred to Donellan v. Read as establish- 
ing that the statute applied when the contract was not to be 
performed on either side within the year, and did not include 
cases where the contract was performed on one side within tha 
time ; and in Smith v. Neale (supra, at p. 88), WILLEs, J., said : 
“All that was to be done by the plaintiff constituting one entire 
consideration for the defendant’s promise was capable of being 
performed within a year, and it does not appear from [the terms of 
the agreement] . . . that any part of what the plaintiff was to do 
constituting such consideration was intended to be postponed 
until after a year from the time of making the agreement” ; 
and this being so, he held that the doctrine of Donellan v. Read 
and Cherry v. Heming applied. The doctrine was shortly stated 
by Bowen, L.J., in Miles v. New Zealand Alford Estate Co. (32 
Ch. D., p. 296): “An agreement which is to be performed on 
one side within the year does not require to be in writing under 
the statute.” 

What, then, is the exact scope of this exception? Does it 
apply only to agreements which are intended to be performed 
on one side within the year; or does it extend also to agree- 
ments which are capable of being so performed within the 
year’? With regard to the construction of agreements generally, 
it is settled that an agreement is not within the statute if it is 
capable of being completely performed on both sides within a 
year. If, on the other hand, it appears that the agreement 
could not have been performed within the year, the statute 
applies. The latter case occurred in Boydell v. Drummond (11 
Kast, 142), where the defendant had subscribed for a series of 
prints of scenes from Shakespeare, the publication of which was 
to extend over several years. There was no agreement in 
writing, and the plaintiff, who was the publisher, was not 
entitled to recover. In Souch v. Strawbridge (2 C.B., p. 815) 
TINDAL, C.J., stated the rule to be extracted from Boydell v. 
Drummond as follows: “ Where the agreement distinctly shews 
upon the face of it that the parties contemplated its performance 
to extend over a greater space of time than one year, the case is 
within the statute; but where the contract is such that the 
whole may be performed within a year, and there is no express 
stipulation to the contrary, the statute does not apply.” This 
passage was quoted by Lord Esuer, M.R., in McGregor v. 
McGregor (21 Q. B. D., p. 429) as correctly stating the law, and 
it appears that where the contract is capable of being entirely 
performed within the year the statute does not apply : see also 
Lavalette v. Riches (24 T. L. R. 336). 

lf the exception to the rule is treated on the same footing, 
then an agreement is excluded from the statute, if it is capable 


of being performed on one side within the year, although the 
performance on the other side must necessarily extend beyond 
that period. But in his judgment in Reeve v. Jennings, BRAY, J., 
placed a more limited construction on the exception. He laid 
stress on the words quoted above from Donellan v. Reed. Where, 
for the purpose of excluding the statute, it is alleged that the 
contract might have been performed on one side within a year, 
this is not sufficient. It is further necessary to shew that the 
parties intended that the contract should in fact be performed 
on that side within the year. The statement of the exception 
in Heming v. Cherry (supra) apparently went beyond this, but the 
learned judge regarded it as a dictum merely, and he declined 
to carry the exception beyond Donellun v. Read. In Leeve v. 
Jennings the plaintiff might have terminated the defendant's 
engagement within a year, and then the contract would have 
been completely executed as regards the plaintiff, though the 
defendant would have remained bound by the restrictive 
covenant for three years longer. But it did not appear that 
there was any intention that the engagement should be thus 
terminated ; consequently the exception did not apply, and the 
agreement was within the statute. The plaintiff, therefore, 
being unable to sue upon it, was not entitled to an injunction, 
and the decision of the county court judge was reversed. The 
result appears to be based upon a natural disinclination to 
extend the exception from the statute further than is clearly 
necessary. 








Principal and Surety. 


OnE general rule of the law relating to principal and surety is 
that if the principal debtor is released the surety is released too. 
But this is merely a general rule to be applied in the construc- 
tion of ordinary contracts of suretyship where no special provision 
to the contrary is made. Most contracts of suretyship do, as a 
matter of fact, contain special provisions, and one of the most 
usual of these is a stipulation to the effect that the creditor may 





| compound with the principal debtor and release him from liability 

without thereby releasing the surety from liability. The principal 
| debtor, then, may be released, while the surety remains liable; the 
| debt cannot be discharged, and yet the surety remain liable. On 
this distinction, between release of the principal debtor and 
discharge of the debt, the case of Perry v. National Provincial Bank 
| of England (ante, p. 233 ; 1910, 1 Ch. 464) turned. We briefly 
| discussed the case ante, p. 246, but it may be well to return to it, 
| The action was bought by the plaintiff against the defendant 
| bank to restrain the bank*from realizing on certain mortgages 
given by the plaintiff to the bank, and was heard before NEVILLE, 
J. These mortgages had been given by the plaintiff as surety 
for his two sons, who were builders in partnership under the name 
of Perry Brothers. The mortgages were expressed to be security 
for all moneys that might be owitig to the bank by Perry 
Brothers, and contained special clauses enabling the bank to 
compound or make arrangements with the principal debtors 
without affecting the bank’s rights against the surety. Perry 
Brothers subsequently got into financial difficulties and a com- 
pany was formed to take over their assets. The bank agreed to 
accept certain debenture stock in this company “ in full discharge 


of all” their “claims against Messrs. Perry Brothers,” on the 
footing of these figures : 
“Total debt st Mee £3,530 
Less value of securities... ae 1,630 
£1,900.” 


The securities mentioned were securities over Perry Brothers’ 
property, and did not refer to the plaintiff's mortgages. These 
securities (put at £1,630) were not expected to realize their face 
value, and the bank accordingly threatened to sell the property 
comprised in the plaintiff's mortgages. At the hearing it was 
contended for the plaintiff that the debt of the principal debtor 
was completely discharged, and a new debt and a new debtor had 
been constituted by reason of the bank’s acceptance of the 
company’s debenture stock, and Commercial Bank of Tasmania v. 





Jones (1893, A. C. 313, a decision of the Privy Council) was 
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relied on. For the bank it was contended that the special 
provisions in the mortgage deed prevented the release of the 
debtor from operating as a release of the surety, aud two decisions 
vf the Court of Exchequer were relied on, i.¢., Cowper v. Smith 
(4M. & W 519), and Union Bank of Manchester vy. Beech (3 
H. & C. 672). In Commercial Bank of Tasmania v. Jones (supra) 
there had been an absolute release of the principal debtor, and it 
was held that in the circumstances the debt itself was gone and 
the surety’s liability therefore ceased. In the two Exchequer 
cases there had been a composition made with the debtor, 
but nothing like a complete discharge of the debt, and though 
the debtor was thereby released, it was held that the terms of the 
suretyship contract allowed of this being done without affecting 
the surety’s liability. NevILLE, J., thought the present case 
was covered by the Privy Council decision and not by the 
Exchequer decisions, and he, therefore, gave judgment for the 
plaintiff, holding that the whole of the old debt due to the bank 
by the principal debtors had been fully discharged. On appeal 
this decision was in part reversed. The Court of Appeal drew 
a distinction between the two parts of the debt, and dealt with 
those two parts on different footings. As to the item of £1,900, 
the decision of NEVILLE, J., was held to be correct, and this 
part of the debt was held to be completely discharged by the 
acceptance of the debenture stock, “ just as much,” in the words 


of the Master of the Rolls, “as if it had been paid in sovereigns | 


to the bank,” so that the bank could not claim against the 
surety any part of the £1,900. Thus, in effect, this part of the 
case—relating to £1,900 of the debt—was governed by Com- 
mercial Bank of Tasmania ¥, Jones (supra). 

The more difficult part of the case related te the £1,630, and 
here the Court of Appeal disagreed with NEVILLE, J., and held 
that the surety was not released—or, rather, that his mortgages 
were not released, there being no question of personal liability, 
To this part of the case the law as laid down in Cowper v. 
Smith (supra) and Union Banik: of Manches'er Vs Beech (supra) 
applied, and the special provisions of the suretyship contract 
(here contained in the mortgage deeds) enabled the bank to 
release the principal debtors without releasing the surety. No- 
thing in fact had been done to discharge the debt of £1,630 qué 
debt, and this part of the indebtedness remained in existence 
notwithstanding that the principal debtors were no longer liable 
for it. The distinction between the two parts of the total 
debt was put very clearly by Buckiey, L.J., in this way: 
“The substance of the transaction here was that, as between 
the creditor and the principal debtor, the creditor received pay- 
ment by accord and satisfaction of £1,900 part of the debt. He 
did not receive payment of £1,630, the balance of the debt, but 
he released the debtor therefrom. As to the £1,630 he com- 
pounded with the debtor, but that was not to affect his rights 
against the surety.” The Lord Justice went on to say that the 
two Exchequer cases were perfectly consistent with the Privy 
Council case: “They were dealing with a different state of 
facts and are perfectly good law. The state of facts here [i.., as 
to the £1,630] is similar to the facts existing in the two cases 
in the Court of Exchequer.” And, as already pointed out, the 
state of facts with respect to the £1,900 was simular to the facts 
existing in the Privy Council case. 

The case of Perry v. National Provincial Bani, of Knagland (supra) 
is thus seen to be an excellent illustration of two points in the law 
of principal and surety. It illustrates the limitations of the rule 
that release of the principal debtor is a release of the surety, 
and it also illustrates the rule that discharge of the debt 
discharges the surety’s contingent liability 








Mr. Justice Jelf, says the Daily Mail, is confined to his house at 
Putney suffering from the effects of an attack of giddiness which 
seized him at Mold (North Wales) at the close of the assizes on Friday, 
the 17th of June. The learned judge did not fall, but stumbled, and 
the consequent shaking, trivial in itself, but serious to a man of the 
judge’s advanced years (he is seventy-three), has been the cause of the 
present indisposition. While his condition does not give cause for 
anxiety, it is considered likely that some time must elapse before Mr. 
Justice Jelf will be able to resume his judicial duties. This will neces 
sitate the withdrawal ; 


cripple the working of the King’s Bench Division 





| easier understanding of the practical working of the Act. I 
| particular his explanation of the various values used in section 25 in 
| arriving at the original site value will be found to be well arranged 


Reviews. 
The New Land Taxes. 


Tue New Lanp TAXks AND THEIR PRACTICAL APPLICATION : BEING 
4N EXAMINATION AND EXPLANATION FROM A LEGAL POINT or 
VIEW OF THE LAND CLAUSES OF THE FINANCE (1909-10) Act, 1910 
(10 Ep. 7, c. 8). By T. B. Napier, LL.D., Barrister-at-Law. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The author of this opportune work points out in his preface that 
the principles of the new land taxes are essentially novel, and that 
not much help is to be gained from the analogy of legal decisions on 
existing systems of taxation. “The present Act,” he says, “ has 
different fiscal aims from the statutes which have previously settled 
the imperial and local taxation of the country.” Accordingly, he has 
devoted his exposition to the principles of the Act and to the 
practical consequences which will result from them, rather than to 
uncertain analogies with former statutes. Undoubtedly this is the 
manner in which the Act should be approached, and the questions 
which it is likely to raise will have to be answered without much 
assistance from the previous law. Some of the points which are of 
immediate importance to vendors and purchasers are dealt with by 
Mr. Napier in an interesting prefatory note. These concern the 
payment of increment duty, or the marking of the conveyance with 
the stamp under section 4 (3) (c) shewing that no increment duty 
is payable. But until the original site value has been ascertained, 
there will, as he points out, be difficulty in obtaining the necessary 
stamp, save in cases where it is clear that no increment can have 
taken place since the 30th of April, 1909. Consequently both vendors 
and purchasers will be left in a state of uncertainty. 

After an introduction, in which the author gives a general outline 
of the new taxation, he discusses in detail the sections of Part I. of 
the Finance Act, 1910, and of other parts of the Act so far as they 
are relevant to the land duties ; and where necessary, the sections 
are illustrated by examples ; in particular under section 1 an inter- 
esting example is given of the manner in which the calculation of 
increment value duty will be complicated by the existence of lease- 
hold interests. The chief practical difficulties of the Act, however, 
arise in the ascertainment of the original site value under section 25, 
and Mr. Napier, as-might be expected, criticizes adversely the ex- 
tremely awkward definition of “full site value” which is given in 
sub-section 2. He suggests that it would have been far simpler, and 
quite as effective, to adhere to the two-value scheme originally pro 
posed rather than to adopt the very complex arrangements of 
the section. Undoubtedly the draftsman introduced quite need- 
less difficulties when the Bill was redrafted during the discussion in 
the House of Commons, but apparently there was no opportunity 
for the effect of the redrafting to be properly considered. The law 
relating to the new land taxes will, Mr. Napier points out, enter 
far more largely into the ordinary work of a legal practitioner than 
the law relating to valuation for local taxation or income tax. It 
will, indeed, have to be considered on the occasion of every sale or 
lease for over fourteen years ; and his carefully written book will be of 
great service in dealing with the difficulties incident to the initial 
working of the Act. 





THe Duties on LAND VALUES AND MINERAL Ricuts UNDER Parr I. 
OF THE FINANCE (1909-10) Act, 1910, witH INTRODUCTIONS, NoTEs, 
AND APPENDICES CONTAINING THE REGULATIONS AND FORMS ISSUED 
BY THE COMMISSIONERS OF INLAND REVENUE. By J. WYLIE; 
Barrister-at-Law. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 


The Finance Act commences by defining and imposing the incre- 
ment value duty and other death duties. The machinery for ascer- 
taining the values upon which the duties depend is postponed to the 
later sections of Part I. Mr.Wylie, in the useful volume which he has 
written, reverses this arrangement and deals first with the machinery 
of valuation and appeal, then with the general method of valuation, 
und afterwards discusses the particular duties—the increment 
value duty, the reversion duty, the undeveloped land duty, and the 
mineral rights duty. A concluding chapter explains the supple 


mental provisions and definitions. This arrangement tends to the 
i In 


and clear, and he gives a useful summary of the occasions on which 
increment value duty is to be collected under section 1. The 
collection of the duty on the occasion of death is made to depend 
on the first two sections of the Finance Act, 1894, as amended by 


of another judge for assize duty and further | any subsequent enactment, and these sections and also the amending 
| sections of the Finance Act, 1896, are set out. 
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Books of the Week. 


Real Property Statutes.—Carson’s Real Property Statutes 
(based on Shelford’s Real Property Statutes), comprising, among 
others, the Statutes relating to Fulton, Limitation of Actions, 
Married Women’s Property, Payment of Debts Out of Real Estate, 
Wills, Judgments, Conveyancing, Settled Land, Partition, Trustees 
with Notes of Decided Cases. Second Edition. By Tomas H. 
Carson, K.C., and Harotp B, Bompas, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Municipal Corporations,—Municipal Corporations Acts and 
Other Enactments relating to the Powers and Duties of Municipal 
Corporations thereunder, with Notes and References to the Cases 
thereon. By the late Sir CurisropHer RAWLINSON, Chief Justice of 
Madras. ‘Tenth Edition. By his Son, Joun F. P. Raw tnson, 
LL.M., K.C., and J, A. Jonnston, B.A. (Oxon.), Barrister-at-Law. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

Income Tax.—Index to Income Tax Acts : being a Complete 
Guide to the Statutes relating to Income Tax from the Income Tax 
Acts, 1842, to the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. By Japez Berry, 
Inland Revenue Department, Somerset House. Butterworth « 
Co. 

Income Tax.—Pratt and Redman’s Income Tax Law: being 
an Analysis of the Income Tax Acts, with Decisions thereunder Cases 
of Illustration and Explanatory Notes. By the late J. Tipp Pratt, 
Esq., Q.C. Eighth Edition. By Josrpn Hawortnu Repay, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. ; Shaw «& Sons. 


Building Estates.—The Development of Building Estates]: 
A Practical Handbook for the Use of Surveyors, Agents, Land- 
owners and Others Interested in the Development, Management, 
Equipment, Administration, or Realization of Building Estates. By 
Tom Bricut, Surveyor and Valuer. With Plans and Illustrations by 
T. Spencer Bricut. B. T. Batsford. 

Stamps.—The Stamp Laws as Charged by the Stamp Act, 1891 
(54 & 55 Vict. c. 39). Together with all Amendments, including 
the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, and Cases and Notes as to Adjudica- 
tions and General Practice, with Schedule of Duties and Regulations 
as to Stamping ; also the Stamp Duties Management Act, 1891 (54 
& 55 Vict. c. 38); with the Duties and Fees Payable on Many 
Miscellaneous Instruments. Twelfth Edition. Waterlow Bros. & 
Layton (Limited). 

Criminal Appeals.--Criminal Appeal Cases : Reports of Cases 
in the Court of Criminal Appeal, May 9th, 12th, 1910. Edited by 
HermMan Conen, Barrister-at-Law. Vol. V., Part I. Stevens & 
Haynes. Price 5s. net. 








Correspondence. 


Increment Value Duty. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


* 

Sir,—On Thursday last I completed a sale of property. The pur- 
chaser’s solicitor requested that a sum should be retained by us out 
of the purchase-money, to meet the claim for Increment Value Duty. 
This, on behalf of my client, I refused to do. I pointed out that the 
duty was not assessed, and could not be, until the Government valu- 
ation had been completed. I further said that, in my opinion, the 
duty, when assessed, would not become a charge on the land. 

My reason for this opinion is found in section 4 of the Finance 
Act, 1910, sub-section 4, which says that any duty assessed by the 
commissioners under this section shall be a debt due to the Crown 
from the transferor, and section 2 of the Land Charges Act, 1900, 
which says that no judgment or recognizance obtained or entered into 
on behalf of the Crown, or inquisition finding a debt due to the 
Crown, &c., operates as a charge on land, or any interest in land, unless 
or until a written order for the purpose of enforcing it is registered 
under the Land Charges Registration Act, 1888, s. 8. It would 
appear that, until the duty is assessed, the Crown cannot issue any 
process to recover it, and until the process is registered there is no 
charge on the property created. 

Therefore if, before registration of process, the vendor sells land, 
the purchaser need not fear that the land in his hands will be liable 
for the Increment Value Duty, if the vendor has not paid it. 

It would seem to be a personal debt. I write on the question, 
because from more than one source I have heard that the duty in all 
circumstances is a charge on the property. C. H. Barua. 


5 and 6, Bishopsgate-street Without, E.C., June 25 


Stamp Denoting No Increment Value Duty 
Payable. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—In reference to your observation under the head of “ bo 
tions on the new Land and Stamp Duties,” in your issue of to-day’s 
date, a client of mine purchased a house, the conveyance being dated 
6th May prox., made in pursuance of a verbal contract entered into 
in February last, which would exempt the conveyance from liability 
to Increment Duty. 

I wrote the Secretary of Inland Revenue asking whether it would 
be necessary to present particulars of this instrument so that the 
same might be stamped with a stamp that no Increment Duty was 
payable, to which I have received the reply below, and which is in 
direct conflict with the report of the Liverpool Law Society that 
conveyances in all such cases should be stamped under section 4 (3) 
(c) with a stamp denoting that no Increment Value Duty was 
payable. 

| agree with them that the Law Society should at once take steps 
to have the law on this point clearly defined, as a future purchaser 
might not be satisfied with the dictum of a pro-Secretary of the 
Inland Revenue Authorities. m. , a 

June 25. 

The following is a copy of the letter referred to by our corre- 
spondent : 

[copy.] 
Inland Revenue, Somerset House, London, W.C., 
June, 1910. 
Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. 

Dear Sir,—In reply to your letter, I am directed by the Board of 
Inland Revenue to acquaint you that the provisions of the Act relating 
to Increment Value Duty do not apply to an instrument made in pursu- 
ance of a contract (verbal or otherwise) entered into before the com- 
mencement of the Act. Particulars of such instruments need not be 
presented, and it is not necessary (or possible) to impress any of the 
stamps mentioned in section 4 (3).—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

(Signed) H. A. CrusE (for Secretary), 





Some Points of Practice. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—I am obliged for the insertion of my letter in the Sontcrrors’ 
JouRNAL of the 25th inst., and for the references contained in your 
notice of it under the heading of “ Current Topics,” but it seems to be 
assumed that the construction now adopted by Somerset House as to 
the Finance Act, 1894, is correct, although » bee previously held an 
opposite view, and they admit that their construction is not free from 
doubt. 

The altered view no doubt suited the office best and was probably 
adopted for that reason. There does not appear to be any judicial 
decision on the point. The observations of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to the deputatior do not seem to have been relevant, and 
it appears to have been assumed that the changed view of the office 
was right. Again, I submit that the provision in section 8 of the 
Finance Act, 1894, as to collection and recovery of duty, would 
hardly be construed in the narrow sense suggested. 

As to a purchaser being entitled to a certificate under section 11, 
no authority is given for the propositién that the production of a 
receipt for the duty is insufficient. QUERY. 

June 24, 

[See observations under head of “Current Topics.”—Ep. S.7 ] 





Production of Certificate of Payment of 
Estate Duty. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Re porter. | 

Sir,—-Your observations under the head of “ Current Topics” with 
regard to section 11 (1) of the Finance Act, 1894, seem to call for 
further comment. That section does not give a purchaser the right 
to obtain production of the certificate, and I should be glad of the 
authority for the statement that the purchaser has any such right and 
is not bound to accept a mere receipt. The certificate is no doubt 
conclusive evidence of the payment of the duty, but the section does 
not say it is the only evidence nor the only method of discharging the 
property from the duty. The property is in fact discharged it the 
duty is paid, and it is submitted that the production of the receipted 
amount for the duty is all a purchaser can require. 

That real estate does not pass to the executor as such, notwith- 
standing the Land Transfer Act, 1897, appears to have been decided 
in Re Sharman (1901, 2 Ch. 280) and Re Spencer Cooper (1908, 1 Ch. 
130). F. BB, 

June 24. 





[Sze the above mentioned observations.—Ep. S.J. | 
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Paschucers of — aid Patan Duty 
[Z'o the Editor of the Solicitors Journal and Weekl 


Sir,—Referring to third question raised by “ Query” and to your 
observations under head of “ Current Topics” in the current issue of 
the Soticrrors’ JouRNAL, may I refer “s Re Palmer, Palmer 
Rose-Innes (1900, W. N. 9), where Buckley, J., said that the language 
of the Finance Act, 1894, must be cama with reference to the 
law as it stood at that time, and 1 not es “een dance with the provisions 
of the Land Transfer Act, 1897. he accordingly held that real | 
estate did not to the executor” and it was « harged with a 
rateable part of the estate duty. It seems clear, therefore, that 
purchasers of 1eal “an ute from personal representatives must see 
thet the estate di ity has been discharged. 

June 28. 


> 
yk eporter. 


(And 


* pass 


CONVEYANCING CLERK 


The Finance Act, 1910, 71 (2). 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. 


Sir,—I thank you for the insertion of my second letter on this 
subject, and | 7 glad to read that of your correspondent “ W. J. H. 
But, with all deference to him, it seems to me that his construc- 
tion of the section is ve ry technical one. In my view, the object of 
the section was to relieve from - payment of income tax - 
beneficial rec ipient - the dividends on colonial securities, if he 
resident out of the United Kingdom, and for this purpose it ‘ennot 
make any difference whether he is absolute owner, legal and equitable, 
of the securities, or only beneficial tenant for life. 

I would suggest that the words “ owning the securities 
to the interest or dividends ” are used in the section for the purpose 
of excluding from the relief given the of a trustee lealtied 
abroad while the benefici: ry is resident in the United Kingdom, and 
that they were not meant to exclude a beneficiary resident abroad 
while the trustee is resident in the United Kingdom. 

I may add that since my last letter to you, I have received a 
further communication from the Inland Revenue, in which they no 
longer insist on their original reasons for rejecting my claim to 
relief, but base their refusal upon the ground that the tenant for life 
is not “the owner ” of the securities 

June 26. \ 
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House of Lords. 


KENT COAL CONCESSIONS (LIM.) DUGUID AND OTHERS. 
2Qist June. 
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company from an order of the Court of 
was for alleged libel, which 
Mail, of which paper the defendant Duguid was the financial editor, 
the other defendants being the proprietors of that newspaper. The 
plaintiffs complained that the article in ae ince said that the ente1 
prize in which they engaged oved and total failure, and 
that they had not A rosa, a fair trial, and that they 
were persisting in the enterprize knowing it to be a failure, and that 
they were more to be avoided than another company, which had, in 
fact, gone into liquidation. Pleading delivered, and on the 
20th of August, 1909, 
in their possession or power relating to the matters in question in the 
action. On the 15th of December, 1909, upon an application of the 
respondents, Master Wilberforce ordered that the appellants should 
make and file a further and better 
that the appellants’ affidavit of documents in the action should disclose 
the books of account and share —— The respondents contended 
that these were ‘‘ relevant,’’ because the ippellants had included the 
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heet | 


appeared in the Daily | ' 


| of the trustee in bankruptcy. 


the appellants filed an affidavit of the documents | 


affidavit of documents on the ground | 


prepared 
4 


July 2 *) oo 


= the paar Hees of aah) was ow for. The appellants 
e aled from that order to JelHf, J.. in chambers, contending that the 
apy lication was not bond fide, was fishing and oppressive. The learned 
judge dismissed the appeal. The Court of Appeal by a maj 
affirmed his decision. The company then appealed to this House. 

Lord Loresurn, C., in moving that the appeal should be dismissed. 

said the question was whether ‘this House should interfere with the 
dis vetion exercised by the master, confirmed by the judge at chambers, 
and confirmed by the majority of the Court of Appeal. He did not 
think there was any real question of principle involved as Vaughan 
Williams, L.J., appeared te fear that there was. He agreed with the 
decision in Jones v. Monte Video Gas Co. (1880, 5 Q. B. D. 566). Bur 
while this House undoubtedly had jurisdiction to interfere with an 
order made by a master in the exercise of his discretion, the House 
used that power with the greatest care, and especially when the 
discretion of the master had been far upheld. For himself he 
thought the discretion here had been properly exercised. He agreed 
with the reasons given by Farwell, L.J., as the ground upon which 
the order should be affirmed. e : 

Lord MACNAGHTEN concurred. 

Lord James or HererorD agreed. He did the more readily 
because he saw no danger in refusing this application. All that this 
House did was to confirm the order of the Master directing the plaintiffs 
to make and file a further and better affidavit of the documents in thei r 
relevant to the action. 

Lord ATKINSON concurred entirely upon the ground that this was a 
question of discretion exercised by a master, and it had not been estab 
lished to his satisfaction that the master or the courts below had 
upon a wrong principle.—Counset, Sir Edward Carson, K.C., 
J. R. Bell Hart, for the appellants; J. A. Siman, K.C., and 
Williams. Soxicrrors, Charles Trevor & Co.; Lewis & Lewis. 

[Reported by Erskine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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GALBRAITH +. GRIMSHAW AND BAXTER. 23rd June. 

ATTACHMENT—ScotcH JUDGMENT—EXTENSION TO ENGLAND—SERVICE ON 
GARNISHEE—SUBSEQUENT BANKRUPTCY OF JUDGMENT DEBTOR IN 
ScoTLAND—-RiGuHts or TRUSTEE IN BANKRUPTCY. 


22nd and 


A_judqment for a sum of money having been obtained in an action in 
Scotiand, the judqment was extended to England under the Judgments 
Extension Act, 1868, and the judgment creditor served a garnishee 
order nisi on a firm who owed a debt in England to the judgment 
debtor. Subsequently to the service of the garnishee order nisi, the 
judgment debtor was adjudicated bankrupt in Scotland, and a trustee 
in bankruptcy was appointed with power to recover all the estate of the 
judgment debtor, wherever it might be situated. In an interpleader 
issue between the trustee and the judgment creditor as to their respec- 
tive claims to the garnished debt, 

Held, dismissing the appeal of the trustee, that, though 
formed part of the judgment debtor's estate, the truste¢ only 
entitled to receive payment of the debt after first satisfying the judg 
ment creditor’s claim, since a mercantile sequestration of a bankrupt 
in a foreign country rendered a subsequent award of a sequestration in 
Scotland incompetent. 

Decision of the Court of Appeal (reported 1910, 1 B. 
ing a decision of Ridley, J., affirmed. 

Appeal by the trustee of the sequestrated estates of Merrens & Sons, 
formerly carrying on business in Inverness, the judgment debtors. 
On the 23rd of October, 1908, the respondents, the judgment creditors, 
obtained a decree in the Court of Session against Merrens & Sons for 
£311 2s. 11d., with interest and expenses. On the 26th of October. 
1908, this decree was extended to England pursuant to the Judgments 
Extension Act, 1868. By a garnishee order nisi made the 26th of 
October, 1908, and served upon Hamilton, Smith & Co., garnishees, on 
the day following, it was ordered that all debts owing or accruing 
from the said garnishees to Merrens & Sons he attached to 
the aforesaid decree. On the 12th of November, 1908, a petition was 
presented on behalf of cert iin creditors to the Sheriff of Inverness for 
the sequestration of the estates of the said judgment debtors, and for 
the appointment of a judicial factor, and in due course the sequestrated 
estates were declared to belong to the creditors. By an order of 
Master Chitty, dated April, 1909, the garnishees were ordered to pay 
£400 (less agreed costs) into court, and the issue was directed to be 
tried whether at the time of the service of the garnishee order nisi the 
garnishees were indebted in any sum to the judgment debtors. The 
issue was tried before Ridley, J., and judgment entered for the 
trustee for £375 and costs, on the ground that by reason of secticn 
108 of the Bankruptcy (Scotland) Act, 1856, the rights of the defen 
dants under the garnishee order nisi did not prevail against the title 
The Court of Appeal allowed the 
respondents’ appeal. The trustee thereupon appealed to this House. 

Lord Lorezsurn, C., in moving that the appeal should be dismissed, 
said he agreed with the judgment of the Court of oe He thought 
~ rule laid down by Lord President Inglis in Goetze Adlers (1874, 

2 Rettie 150), nz umely, that the mercantile sequestr: alee ‘of a bankrupt 
in a foreign country rendered a subsequent award of a sequestration in 
Scotland incompetent, should be applied. The Scotch law as to relation 
back of the trustee’s title had no application in England. The English 
law as to relation back only applied in English bankruptcy. The ques 
could the debtor have assigned at the date of the trustee's 
The trustee could not get the property at that date 
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unless the bankrupt could have assigned it. In his lordship’s opinion 
sections 117, 118 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, were sections dealing 
with procedure and only applied to a court having jurisdiction in bank- 
ruptcy. 

Lords MACNAGHTEN, JAMES OF HEREFORD, and DuNEDIN gave judg- 
ments to the like effect. Appeal dismissed.—CounseEL, Radcliffe, K.C., 
and W. M. R. Pringle, for the appellant ; Rawlinson, K.C., and Harry 
Dobb. Sorscrrors, Heath & Hamilton; Julius A. White. 

[Reported by Erskine Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Appeal. 


REX ». GOVERNOR OF BRIXTON PRISON. Fr parte SAVARKAR. 
No. 1. 15th, 16th, 17th, 20th, and 2Ist June. 


Habeas Corpus—JuRIspDIcTION oF Court oF APPEAL TO a? APPEAL 
INVOLVING A CrimtnaL CHARGE—JUDICATURE ACT, 1873, s. 47. 


The appellant Savarkar was committed to Brixton Prison on a 
warrant issued in India for his removal to India, under the Fugitive 
Offenders Act, 1881. The warrant charged him inter alia with 
sedition and abetment of murder. The Divisional Court having dis- 
charged a rule nisi for a writ of habeas, the applicant for the rule set 
down an appeal to the Court of Appeal. 


Held, that as this was a criminal cause or matter, the Court of 
Appeal had no jurisdiction to hear ny appeal. 


Ex parte Alice Woodhall (20 Q. B. D. 832) followed. 


Appeal from a judgment of a rth Court (Lord Alverstone, 
L.C.J., Pickford and Coleridge, JJ.) discharging a rule nisi for a writ 
of habeas corpus directed to the governor of Brixton Prison, obtained 
on behalf of Vinayak Damodar Savarkar, an Indian student. The 
appeal being called on a preliminary objection to its being heard was 
raised by the Solicitor-General on behalf on the Crown. After 
argument, the court upheld the objection. On the 17th of June 

VaucHaN Witiams, L.J., read the following judgment, giving 
the reasons for dismissing the appeal on the objection: In this 
case Vinayak Damodar Savarkar moves by his counsel that the 
judgment of the King’s Bench Division made in the matter of the 
Fugitive Offenders Act, 1881, and in the matter of the Habeas Cor pus 
Acts, and in the matter of 7'he King v. Governor of Brixton Prison, 
Ex parte Vinayak Damodar Savarkar, dated the 3rd of June, whereby 
it was ordered that the rule nisi dated the 24th of May directed to the 
said governor of the said prison to show cause why a writ of habeas 
corpus ad subjiciendum should not issue directed to the said governor 
to have the body of the said Vinayak Damodar Savarkar before the 
said court immediately to undergo and receive all and singular such 
matters and things as the said court should then and there consider 
of and concerning him should be discharged may be reversed, and that 
the said rule may issue upon the certain grounds set forth in the 
notice of appeal. Having regard to the fact that a preliminary objec- 
tion is made by the Crown that no appeal lies in the present case, and 
that we are going to deal with that objection, it is not necessary that 
I should say more of these grounds than that, although some of the 
grounds refer to the powers of superior courts under the Fugitive 
Offenders Act, 1881, including, amongst others, the power of superior 
courts to discharge a fugitive where it is made to appear to the court 
that it is just that such order should be made upon any of the grounds 
mentioned in that Act, yet the appeal which it is sought to bring before 
us is nothing else than an appeal in respect of the refusal by the court 
of the King’s Bench Division to make absolate the rule nisi for a 
writ of habeas issued in respect of the body of the appellant, who 
under a warrant of the magistrate at Bow-street police-court is detained 
in Brixton Prison charged with certain criminal offences, and that the 
preliminary objection is that no appéal can be had in such a case, 
i regard to the words of section 47 of the Judicature Act, 1873, 
which enacts, inter alia, ‘* that no appeal shall lie from any judgment 
of the said High Court in any criminal cause or matter save for some 
error of law apparent upon the record.’’ There can be no manner of 
doubt, having regard to the decision of this court in the case of Ex 
parte Alice Woodhall (20 Q. B. D. 832) that the decision of the King’s 
Be ch Division refusing to make absolute the order nisi for issue of 
a writ of habeas corpus in this case is a decision in a criminal cause 
or matter within the meaning of section 47 of the Judicature Act, 1873; 
and it follows that, as this appeal relates to the said decision and 
nothing else, this preliminary objection is a good objection, and must 
prevail. It is desired on the part of the appellant to make to this 
court an original motion or seollestion asking for the exercise by this 
court as a superior court within the meaning of the Fugitive Offenders 
Act, 1881, of certain powers given to superior courts by that Act. 
This is a motion or application which can be made as of right without 
any leave from us; but a difficulty arises by reason of the limit of 
time during which the appellant can remain in England under the 
orders which have been made respecting his return to India, but the 
Solicitor-General, on behalf of the Crown, has thought it right to 
remove this difficulty by stating that these orders, so far as they relate 
to the time of the return of the appellant to India, shall be suspended 
in operation so as to enable the appellant to make this application to 
us under the Fugitive Offenders Act, 1881, and appeal (if he is advised 
so to do and does it promptly) both in respect of the order of the 
King’s Bench Division refusing to make absolute the rule nisi for a 








writ of habeas and our decision on the preliminary objection, and also 
in respect of any order which this court may make on the appellant’s 
application to us under the Fugitive Offenders Act, 1881, which 
application we will hear at once this morning if due notice of the 
grounds was given last night as arranged. 

FLetcHeR Mouton and Bucktey, 
effect. 

Tue Court then heard an original motion to that court for a writ 
of habeas under the Fugitive Offenders Act, 1881. The motion was 
dismissed.—CounseL, Powell, K.C., and J. M. Parikh, for the 
appellant ; Sir Rufus Isaacs, S.G., Bodkin, and Rowlatt for the Crown. 
Soricrrors, ?. Vaughan; The Director of Public Prosecutions. 

[Reported by Erskine Reip, Barriter-at-Law.] 


L.JJ., gave judgment to the same 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


PHIPOS v. G. & B. CALLEGARI AND OTHERS. Warrington, J. 
15th June. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT—RESTRICTIVE COVENANT—DETERMINABLE HEaD- 
LEASE—SUB-LEASE FOR A Fixep TERM—DETERMINATION OF HEAD-LEASE 
New Lease or Part—BreacnH By New LesseeE—CoONSTRUCTIVE 
NOTICE. 
Tf a lessee for a term of twenty-one years, determinable by notice at 
the end of seven or fourteen years, at his option, sub-lets the demised’ 


\ ° C fy 
premises for a fixed term exceeding fourteen years, he ceases to be 


entitled to give a valid notice determining his own lease. In a case, 
therefore, where the underlease contains a restrictive covenant binding 
upon the underlessor, and a notice purporting to determine the head- 
dease is given and, wn addition, a surrender of the superior term is 
executed, the original lessor, since he derives his title during the term 
through the underlessor, is bound by the covenant. In such a case, 
where thie underlease was of the upper floors of the demised premises 
only, and between the dates of the notice amd the surrender the original 
lessor let the ground floor and basement for use as a restaurant, to 
which use the anderlessor had covenanted that he would not put the 
premises retained by him, 


Held, the restaurant keeper, as well as his lessor, was bownd by the 
covenant of which he had constructive notice, because he knew that the 
entrance to tle upper floors was through the ground floor, and having 
notice of rights over the premises demised to him, he should have in- 
quired their nature and source, and if this had been done he would 
have learnt of the sub-lease and so have acquired notice of its contents. 


The plaintiff in this action was the underlessee of the upper floors 
of No. 80, Chiswell-street, in the county of London, and the action was 
brought against two sets of persons to restrain the breach of a covenan! 
contained in the sub-lease. The first two defendants, the brothers 
Callegari, were the present tenants of the ground floor and basement 
of the same house, and the other defendants were their lessors. The 
object of the action was to prevent the brothers Callegari from using 
the premises in question for the trade or business of a restaurant, they 
having taken these premises for the express purpose of carrying on a 
restaurant and having covenanted to carry it on there. No. 80, 
Chiswell-street, was, on the 1st of February, 1896, demised to Charles 
Phillipsbourne for the term of twenty-one years from Christm: 6, 1895, 
but determinable at the end of the first seven or fourteen years by six 
calendar months’ notice in writing. The term, therefore, was deter 
minable by six months’ notice at Christmas, 1902, and Christmas, 1909. 
By the 5th of November, 1902, the reversion on this lease had become 
vested in the defendants other than the brothers Callegari, and the 
lease itself had become vested in C. Phillipsbourne & Co. (Limited), 
who on that date sub-let the upper floors, with the use, in common with 
the lessors, of the entrance to the premises, which was on the ground 
floor. The term granted by this sub-lease was fourteen years, less 
three days, from the 25th of December, 1902. It therefore expired 
three days before the end of the twenty-one years’ term created by tha 
lease of 1896. The sub-leace contained no reference to the power of 
the sub-lessors to determine the original term. It contained a covenant 
which was the covenant which the plaintiff was now seeking to enforce, 
that the lessors would not let the premises or permit the same to be 
used for the trade or business of a restaurant, and contained also this 
declaration : ‘* All rights and obligations of the lessor and lessee respec- 
tively under these presents shall be incident to and devolve with the 
reversion on this lease, and the leasehold interest hereby created respec- 
tively.’’ In the year 1908 C. Phillipsbourne & Co. (Limited) created 
debentures which authorized their holder in certain events to appoint 
a receiver, who was to have certain powers of management, gale, and 
compromise. In the same year a receiver was duly appointed, and on 
the 16th of June-—that is to say, more than six months before the 
25th of December, when the period of fourteen years would be con- 
cluded—the company, by the hand of the receiver, wrote to the rever- 
a a letter, in which they said : ‘“‘ As the company is about to be 
sold, is our intention to terminate the lease of 80, Chiswell-street.’’ 
On the 24th of June—that is, the last day on which notice could be 
given—the receiver gave formal notice to determine at Christmas. In 
addition to these notices being sent, by arrangement with the head- 
lessors, a surrender of the term was, on or before the 5th of August, 
1909, prepared for execution. Meanwhile, the brothers Callegari had 
arranged with the head-lessors to take a lease of the ground floor and 
basement. This lease was dated the 11th of August, 1909, and the 
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premises were thereby demised for twenty-one years from the 25th of 


December—so that 
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was a reversionary lease to take effect after the 


wife. It appeared that the petitioner in the suit was a husband who 
obtained a decree nisi for nullity of his marriage with the respondent. 





determination of a then existing tenancy of the ground floor and base- | This decree was made absolute in 1900. The case is reported on the 
ment. Five days later the surrender was a tually executed. This! question as to whether the court has power under section 5 of the 

surrender was in terms made subject to the existing tenancy of the { Matrimonial Causes Act. 1859. to inquire into and deal with marriags 

ground floor and basement and to the plaintiff’s tena1 y the upper | settlements at the instance of the “ guilty ”’ party to the suit. Counsel 

floor. The brothers Callegari went into possession under their lease, | referred to the section, which runs: ‘‘ The court, after a final decree 

and used the premises as a restaurant, in breach, as the plaintiff alleged, | of nullity of marriage or dissolution of marriage, may inquire into the 

of the covenant by the lessors in the lease to the plaintiff existence of ante-nuptial or post-nuptial settlements made on the parties 
WarRINGTON, J., in his judgment, said that this was ise of very | whose marriage is the subject of the decree, and may make such 

considerable difficulty, and one in which the court of necessity | orders with reference to the application of the whole or a portion 

either hold that the plaintiff was not v entitled t benefit of the | of the property settled, either for the benefit of the children of th 

covenant for which she stipulated at the time when s her lease, } marriage or of their respective parents as to the court shall seem fit 

or else deprive the defendants of something wt I had acquired | and submitted that a respondent was not prevented from presenting a 

in perfect good faith With egard by the petition The case of Wootton-Tsaacson vy. Wootton-Isaacso 1902 

receiver, which purported to determine the lease February P. 146) was cited, in which Gorell Barnes, J., refrained from d { 

1909, his lordship intimated that, in his o7 notices were | the question. 

chest effectual sor ti sired. te és BI — apes - BP brig alapote EVANS, P.. said that under the cir umstances he was of opinior ! 

was not the proper person to give t notice hich sh 1 have been | , Re t= ie ers tage a licati He did a ar big 

given by the company « by some person who had sity for that 1" Pr vide entertain the app a ation. _fte did not see anything in the 
err 7 : , ction quoted to prevent a guilty party Trom presenting a petit 

particular purpose Phe power Sea ; d in the deben- | 4, vary the settlement.—Counsen, Le Bus. Soxicrrors, ¢ 

ture was not sufficient to give the 1 elve this pr ul howeve D chard & Co P Fi 

that might be, ther mained this furthe ? nj int question ; P 

whether, assuming tl] he not vas ffi is between the lessor [Reported by Diasy Corrs-Preepy, Barrister-at-I 

and lessee, the lesses yuld gy | rmine the 

lease after havin inted the und he 7 iff It was : 

clear that the provision for determination |} ties red Ton Rex v. Pridgeon. Bray, J. June 20.—This case, whi 

the benefit of the lesse« ind f the lessee I I sia ear also that reported in last week Issue of the Soticirors’ JOURNAL, at p. O14 

a voluntary surrender of the term of th lessee does not affect the | not an argument upon a rule directed to his Majesty’s Attorney-Genera 

interest of the unde BE for the re ‘ the lerlessee has | as there stated. It was a motion before the Revenue Judge to set aside 

acquired an interest in the term whict not be ffe ted without his] the writ of extent. It appeared that counsel for the applicant had 

concurrence. The question here was whether, though this could not applied for a rule, and contended that the case should be heard before 

be done by surrender, it could be effected by a determination of thi the Divisional Court, but he was directed to move before the Reve 

term by the exercise of the power of determining it ntained in the Judge. 

lease, or whether the lessee was deprived of the right to give the 

notice determining it without the concurreace of t} inderlesss In 7 a ee 

his lordship’s view the exercise of the power to determine was for 

all practical purposes the same as determination by surrender. so that T 

it al to Gs sinenaian to the lessee after the execution of the unde N CW Orders, &c. 

lease to determine the lease without the concurrenc the underlessee. 

Of course, had he only granted the sub-lease fo the term of the New District Reoistrar of Hich Court for 

original lease the underlessee could not complain, but that was not 5 5S 

the form which the sub-lease took here. The underlessee was entitled Stockport. 


to be protected in his term against iny act of the le 








therefore, the notice was ineffectual to determine that term. Then. too. 
the parties did not act upon the view that the notice 1e 24th of June 
would determine the lease on the 25th of December. but elected to 
proceed upon che footing that the lessee should execut surrender of 
the lease. With regard to the lessors, therefore, there was no doubt 
whatever that they took by virtue of the surrender, so that they took 
under and were liable to perform the obligations undertaken by (¢ 
Phillipsbourne & Co. (Limited), and they were liable for the breach of 
those obligations. With regard to the brothers Callegari the case was 
more difficult. It was hardly contended he « t of the covenant 
was not to impose a burden upon the land hich would become binding 
upon anyone coming into possession of t premises othe than a 
purchaser for valuable consideration w t notice His lordship fi 
of opinion that they had established that they had not ial notice 
Whether they had constructive notice was a question some difficulty 
It must have been obvious to anyone intending to enancv of 
the ground floor—including the entrance and the entrance passag 
that the persons occupying the upper floor had some rights in conné 
tion with the ground floor. Seeing that the plaintiff had sor inter 
in the property of which they were about to take a lk um 
bent upon the brothers Callegari to make some : hat that 
interest was. If they had inquired they would hay ind that that 
interest was derived from the sub-lease by C. Phillipsbourne & Co 
(Limited). Had they looked at the sub-lease they uld have seen 
the covenant. Had the brothers Callegar asked for n abstract of 
title his lordship had no doubt that the surrender would formed 
part of the abstract, and they would then have had f the leas 
to the plaintiff, and therefore notice of its contents. His lordship was 
therefore bound to hold that the brothers ( egari re ffected wi 
notice of the covenant.—CowunseEL, for the } ntiff, Gore Browne, K.C 
and Ward Coldridge; for the defendants Callega G. Cave, K.( 
and 7’. J. C. Tomlin; for the other defend He Terrell. K.A 
and Ff. F. Ball. Sortcirors, C W. & 8S. BR. Brow kil Biche 
steth, d&: Aglionby; Hughes, Hooker, A ¢ 
[Reported by Percy T. Carpen, Barrister-at-I 
Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 

SUART v. SUART, OTHERWISE HODGSON. Evans, P. 27th June 
DivorcE—VARIATION OF SETTLEMENTS—APPLICATION By ‘ GuILTY 

PaRTY—MATRIMONIAL Causes Act, 1859 (22 & 23 Vict 61). s. 5. 

The court may entertain a petition by « ruilt } y the 
variation of settlements 

Ex parte application for variation of settlements by respondent 


himself, and, 


At the Court ac St. James’s, the 11th day of June, 1910. Present 
The King’s Most Excellent Majesty in Council. 
Whereas it is enacted by section sixty of ‘‘The Supreme Court 


Judicature Act, 1873,’’ that it shall be lawful for His Majesty, by Order 
in Council, from time to time to direct that there shall be District 
Registrars of the High Court in such places as shall be in such Order 
mentioned for Districts to be thereby defined and for the 
the said section referred to; and that His Majesty may thereby appoi 


purposes in 


that any person in the said section referred to shall and may be 
District Registrar of the High Court for the said purposes ; 

Now therefore, His Majesty, by virtue and in exercise of the powers 
in that behalf by the Supreme Couit of Judicature Act, 1873, or othe 


vise in His Majesty vested is pleased, by and with the advice of | 


Privy Council, to order as it is hereby ordered as follows : 


1. Fram and after the first day of October, one thousand nine hundred 
and ten, there shall be a District Registrar of the High Court in th 
jorough of Stockport, and the Registrar of the County Court 
Cheshire holden at Stockport shall be and he is hereby appointed si 
District gistrar, and the District shall be the District the tir 
being of the County Court of Cheshire holden at Stoc kport 


Le for 


2. This Order in Council may be cited as ‘‘ The District Registries 


Order in Council, 1910 ALMERIC FitzRoy 


1 
st Kport 





Societies. 
The Law Society. 


The annual general meeting of the members of this society will be 
held at the Society’s Hall (Chancery-lane entrance), on Friday, the 8th 
July, 1910, at 2 p.m. 

The following are the provisions of by-law 15, as to the business to 
be transacted at an annual general meeting, namely :—‘‘The business 
of an annual general meeting shall be the election of President 
Vice-President, and members of Council, as directed by the charter, 
and also the election of auditors; the reception of the accounts sub 
mitted by the auditors for approval, the reception of the annual 
report of the Council, and the disposal of busitess introduced by the 
Council, and of any other matter which may consistently with the 
charter and by-laws be introduced at such meeting.” 

Below will be found the names of the candidates nominated to fill 
the fifteen vacancies in the Council, and in the offices of President, 
Vice-president, and auditors, with the names and addresses of their 
nominat ors, 
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List OF QUALIFIED MEMBERS OF 


Name of Candid .*e. 


Cecil Allen Coward . = 


Weeden Dawes 


+*Robert Ellett 


Walter Henry Foster 


t*Sir Edward Henry Fraser, D.C. L. 


*John Waller Hills, M.P. 


*Henry James Johnson 


The Hon. Robert Henry Lyttelton 


Philip Hubert Martineau 


{Arthur Copson Peake 


“Richard Pennington 


“Charles Leopold Samson 


William Arthur Sharpe 


THE SOCIETY NOMINATED AS 


MEETING ON THE STH OF 


Address 


30, Mincing-lane, London, E.C 


9, Angel-court, Throgmorton- 
street, London, E.C, 


Cirencester 


5, Little West- 


minster, 


College-street, 
London, 8. W. 


| Wellington House, Nottingham. 


23, Queen Anne’s-gate, West- 
minster, London, 8. W. 

101, Leadenhall-street, London, 

35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, 


2, Raymond-buildings, (iray’s-inn, 
London, W.C. 


Leeds 


64, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, 
wc 


89, Gresham-street, London, E.C., 
and Manchester. 


12, New - court, 
London, W.C. 


Carey - street, 


MEMBERS OF 


THE COUNCIL TO 
1910. 


JULY, 


Names of Nominators, 


William Howard Winterbotham 


| Henry James Johnson 
Charles He snry Morton ... 
‘William Howard W interbotham 


| Henry James Johnson 
Charles Henry Morton ... 

‘William Heaory Mellersh 

(President of the Gloucester- 
|| shire and Wiltshire Incorpor- 
ated Law Society) 

Walter Henry Kinneir 
(Vice-President of the Glouces- 
tershire and Wiltshire Incor- 

|, porated Law Society) 

|| Charles Henry Morton 
(Hon. Secretary of the ‘Associ- 
ated Provincial Law Societies) 

William Howard Winterbotham 


epee Howard Winterbotham 


| Henry James Johnson 
.Charles Henry Morton 
Henry Crewdson ... 
(President of the Nottingham 
Incorporated Law Society) 
Thomas Flewitt Walker . 
(Hon. Sec. of the Nottinghat um 
Incorporated Law Society) 
William Howard Winterbotham 


Charles Henry Morton 
(Hon. Secretary of the Associ- 
ated Provincial Law Societies) 
James Samue! Beale 


William Howard Winterbotham 


Charles Elton Longmore ... 
Walter Johnston Halsey .. 


Albert Hamilton Godfrey 


Charles Henry Morton 
|| John Wreford Budd 
Richard Pennington 
Charles Henry Morton 
(w illiam Howard W interbotham 


Henry James Jolinson 
\Charles Henry Morton... 
‘hens Howard Winterbotham 


Henry James Johnson 
Charles Henry Morton sain 
{James Beaumont (President of 
the Leeds Law Society) 
John Rawlinson Ford 
) Robert P bus i 
Charles Henry Morton 
(Hon. Sec. of the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies) 
William Howard Winterbotham 


‘Alexander Crossman 


) Willem Benning Pritchard 
_Charles Henry Morton 
Henry Manisty 


James Samuel Beale 


Charles Henry Morton 
/ James Willcox Alsop 
iw illiam Howard Winterbotham | 

| 
George Holme Bower 


Richard Pennington 
Jolin James Withers 


| Char les Henry Morton 


BE ELECTED AT THE 


ANNUAL GENERAL 


Address 


Fy -court, Carey-street, London, 


101, V eadenhall- street, London, E.C. 
5, Cook-street, Liv er pool, 
1, New-court, Carey-street, London, 


101, Leadenball-street, London, E.C, 
5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 
Cheltenham. 


Swindon. 


5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 


1, New-court, Carey-street, London, 
V.C 


1, New-court, Carey-street, London, 
W.C. 

101, Leadenhall.street, London, E.C. 

5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 


15, Weekday-cross, Nottingham. 
17, Low-pavement, Nottingham. 


1, New-court, Carey-street, London, 
Cc 


. Cook- steet, Liverpool. 


16, Great George-street, West- 
minster, London, S.W. 
1, New-court, Carey-street, London, 


W.C. 

Hertford. 

23, Queen Anne’s- 
,uondon, Ss. W. 
3, Queen Anne’s-gate, Westminster” 
on S.W 

5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 

24, Austin Friars, London, E.C. 

64, Lincoln’s-inn-tields, London, W.C. 

5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 

, New-court, Carey-street, London, 
W.C. 

11, Leadenhall-street, London, E.C. 

5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 

1, New-court, Carey-street, London, 


gate, Westminster, 


101, Leadenhall-street, London, E.C. 
5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 
21, Bond-street, Leeds. 


61, Albion-street, Leeds 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 


, New-court, Carey-street, London, 
W.C 

16, The »ohald’s-road, 
London, W.C 

9, Gracechurch-street, London, E.C. 

5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 

1, Howard-street, Strand, 
W.C, 

16, Great 
S.W. 

5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 


Cray’s-inn, 


London, 


Ceorce-street London, 


| 14, Castle-street, Liverpool. 


1, New-court, Carey-street, London, 
W.C 

l 4, Bream’s-buildings, Chancery-lane, 
London, W.C. 

oe Lincoln’s-inn-lields, London, W.C. 
t, Arundel-street, Strand, London, 


. 


bai ' 
; oa Cook-street, Liverpool. 
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Name of Candidate. Address. 


*Walter Trower ee 5, New-se mane, Lincoln’s-inn, 
London, W 
*William Melmoth Walters 9, New-square,  Lincoln’s-inn, 


London, W.C. 


Robert Mills Welsford 22, Aldermanbury, London, E.C. 


List OF QU 


Henry James Jolinson 101, Leadenhall-street, 


William John Humfry Hereford — 


List of 


John Stephen Chappelow, I’.C. A. 10, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 
W.C 


Edward Temple Gurdon . 28, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, 
W.C 

Charles Gibbons May ea . , 49, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, 
W.C. 


“4 a Candidates marked thus * are retiring Members of the C 


London, 


London, 


| 


JALIFIED MEMBERS PROPOSED AS PRESIDENT 


(JUALIFIED PERSONS PROPOSED AS AUDITORS OF THE 


Council, who being eligible, have been nominated for re 


+ Ernest Robert Still ies ee 






Address. 


Names of Nominators. 


| New Bank-buildings, 31, Old. Jewry, 
London, E.C. 
66, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C, 
5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 
1, Howard-street, Strand, London, 


Edwin Freshfield ... 


| Arthur Richmond Farrer... 
Charles Henry Morton 
; ad Manisty 


New - square, 
London, W.C. 
5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 

- New-court, Carey-street, London, 


Lincoln’s-inn, 


Charles Henry Morton . 
William Howard W interbotham 


| Henry James Johnson ... 101, Leadenhall-street, London, E.( 


Charles Henry Morton 5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 


AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 
New-square, Lincoln’ s-inn 
London, W.C. 

| John James Dumville Botterell 24, St. Mary Axe, London, E.C. 

f Richard Pennington 64, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.¢ 
\ Ernest Fitzjohn Oldham ... Ol, Lineoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C, 


| William Melmoth Walters Pe. 


SOcIETY. 


16, Southampton-street, Bloomsbury- 
square, London, W.¢ 
5, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, WC. 
28, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C, 
28, Lincoln’s-inn-fielde, London, Ww. 
8, New-coart, Lincoln’s-inn, London, 
W.C 


Rayner Maurice Neate 


| Richard Walter Tweedie 
| Lewis Charles Cholmeley 
\ Arthur Francis Forster .. 
Pretor Whitty Chandler .. 


| Martin James Greener 52, Bedford-row, London, W.C. 


2-election. 


The Candidates marked thus + are proposed i in accordance with the scheme of nomination of the Associated Provincial Law 
Societies pursuant to the resolution of the Society relating to country vacancies, adopted on 5th July, 1997. 


MOTION AT THE GENERAL MEETING. 

The following motion will be moved on behalf of the Council at the 
general meeting to be held on Friday, the 8th of July, 1910: hg 
this meeting protests against the attack made upon the society by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in his speech in the House of Commons 
upon the third reading of the Consolidated Fund (2) Bill on the 15th 
of June, 1910, and declares that the allegation made by him in that 
speech to the effect that the society’s opposition to proposals in Parlia 
ment has been uniformly based on a selfish desire to maintain profes 
sional charges in disregard of the public interest is unfounded in fact, 
and is an unjust aspersion upon the honour of the profession of which 
he is a member.” 


[he Provincial Meeting of the Law Society. 
The following 
The Council have accepted an invitation from the Bristol Incorporated 

Law Society ta hold the provincial meeting this year in Bristol. It 
will accordingly be held in that city on Tuesday and Wednesday, the 
27th and 28th of September next, and the proceedings will, it is 
expected, be as follows : 

Monday, the 26th of September.—Visitors will arrive in Bristol, and 
the Lord Mayor will entertain the members and their friends at a 
reception to be held at the Bristol Art Gallery, Queen’s-road, at 
9 p.m. 


Tuesday, the 27th of September. 


circular has been issued : 


~Members will meet at the Bristol 
University at 10.30 a.m., when the Lord Mayor will take the chair, 
and, having welcomed the members attending the meeting, will vacate 
the chair. The President of the Law Society will then deliver his 
address. This will be followed by the reading and discussion of papers 
contributed by members of the society. The meeting will adjourn 
from 1.30 to 2.30 for luncheon in the Victoria Rooms, and will close 
at 4.30. In the evening there will be the banquet, which will be held 
in the Victoria Rooms. Tickets will be 25s. each inclusive, and must 
be obtained from the honorary secretaries of the Reception Committee, 
the Law Library, Small-street, Bristol, on or before the 10th of 
September. 

Wednesday, the 28th of September.*—The meeting will be resumed 
at 11 a.m., when the reading and discussion of papers will be continued. 
The meeting will adjourn from 1.30 to 2.30 for luncheon as on the 
previous day, and will close at 4.30. In the evening members will be 
invited by the Bristol Incorporated Law Society to a conversazione 
and madrigal concert, of which particulars will be contained in a 
detailed programme which will be issued. 

Thursday, the 29th of September.—The Bristol Society have arran; ged | 
three alternative excursions 8 :—(1) To Chepstow and Tintern ; (2) to | 


° The anneal general mecting * the S&« slic itors’ Bi novde nt Aen wiation will he eld | 
at the Bristol University on Wednesd: iy, the 28th of September, at 10 a.m. 


Wells and Cheddar, or Glastonbury; (3) to Gloucester. The Mo 
mouthshire Law Society, the Somersetshire Law Society, and the 
Gloucestershire and Wiltshire Law Society propose to offer hospitality 
and particulars will be given in the detailed programme. 

Arrangements are also being made for members to visit publi 
buildings, works, and other places of interest in the neighbourhood 

Arrangements will also be made for a limited number of gentleme 
to play golf at some of the golf links in the neighbourhood. 

Each member will be entitled to take a lady to the above entertai 
ments and excursions except the dinner. 

Should you propose to attend the meeting, I shall be obliged if you 
will signify your intention, on or before the lst day of Aug ist, to 
Mr. W. C. H. Cross or Mr. F. J. Press, who are the honorary secr¢ 
taries of the Reception Committee, at the Law Library, Bristol, stating 
whether you will be accompanied by a lady. The hon. secretaries wil 
then send you further ger ulars and information as to hotels. 

The \Coune il will be glad to receive communications from members 
willing’ to read papers at the meeting. 

Should you contemplate favouring the Council with a paper, I am 
desired to ask you to let me know the subject of it on or before the 
4th day of August. The Council will then consider the subjects pro 
posed, and select such as they consider are the most suitable fo 
discussion at the meeting, and will intimate their opinion to members 
in time to enable them to prepare their papers. 

Those members whose papers are not among those selected may 
nevertheless, prepare and submit them, and they will be read and dis 
cussed should the time at the disposal of the meeting suffice. 

Subject to the control of the President of the Law Society, each 
member attending the meeting will be at liberty to speak and vote 
upon any matter under discussion, but all resolutions expressive of th 
opinions of the meeting will be framed in the form of recommendations 
or requests to the ¢ Jouncil to take the subjects of such resolutions int 
their consideration. S. P. B. Bucxknitt, Secretary. 


The Law Society. 


Annual report of the Council intended to be presented to the general 
meeting of the members on the 8th of July, 1910 : 


The Death of His Late Majesty King Edward the Seventh At 
special meeting convened for the purpose on the lith of May, 1910, 
the Council passed the following resolution : ‘‘ Resolved unanimously 
that the Council do present an “address to his Majesty the King in 
the following terms :— 

‘To the King’s Most Excellent Majesty 
‘ We, the president, vice-president, and Council of the Law Society, 
| tenieinadinman by Royal Charter, for ourselves and the members of the 
| society, respectfully beg to express our profound grief at the loss your 
Majesty and the empire have sustained by the death of his Majesty 








J 


King 
Maje 
mem! 
expre 
pers¢ 
may 
over 
Th 
Sec re 


6 
Maj 
vice- 
lame 


has 


you 


As: 
con 
wa! 


int 
wh 
es} 
gre 








)10. 


Je W ry, 
n, W.C. 
4ondon, 


n’s-inn, 


,ondon, 


in, E.¢ 


i ini 


C. 
1, W.¢ 
n, W.C. 


sbury- 


_ we 
A fH 
Lw.C. 
yndon 


may 


each 
vote 
E the 
tions 


ink 


lerdal 


910, 
usly 


yr 7m 
y in 


ety, 
the 


oul 


sly 








July 2, 1910. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


[Vol. 54.] 639 








—_— 


King Edward the Seventh, and we tender to your Majesty, to her 
Majesty the Queen, to her Majesty the Queen-Mother, and to the 
members of the royal family our respectful sympathy. We desire to 
express our sincere loyalty and attachment to the throne and to the 
person of your Majesty, with the earnest prayer that your Majesty 
may be supported under this great trial and may long live to reign 
over a united empire and a devoted people.” 


The address having been presented, was acknowledged by the Home 

Secretary in the following letter :— 
‘*Home Office, Whitehall, 31st May, 1910. 

‘Sir,—I am commanded by the King to convey to you hereby his 
Majesty’s thanks for the loyal and dutiful resoluuon of the president, 
vice-president, and Council of the Law Society on the occasion of the 
lamented death of his late Majesty King Edward the Seventh. 

‘“‘T am to say that the expression of sympathy with Queen Alexandra 


| which he has not fairly earned 


report of which the practice of the courts was remodelled, will never 
be forgotten. The Council desire to adopt as an expression of their 
own sentiments the words of Sir Robert Finlay, then Attorney-General, 
at the dinner given to Sir John Hollams by the Bench and the Bar, in 
the Inner Temple Hall, in 1903: ‘Those who have known Sir John 
Hollams best and longest will be the most strenuous in saying that 
his career has been one of unexampled honour, in which no success has 
come to him which he has not fairly won, no reward has fallen to him 
.”’ It has not been usual in the Council’s 


| annual report to refer to the death of distinguished members of our 


has been laid before her Majesty, who desires me to communicate to | 


you her thanks.—I am, sir, your obedient servant, 
} ‘“Winston S. CHURCHILL. 
‘The Secretary, Law Society, Law Society’s Hall, 
Chancery-lane, W.C.”’ 


Council Vacancies.—There are fifteen vacancies on the Council, ten 
of which are caused by retirement in rotation. The five remaining 
vacancies are caused by the deaths of Mr. Blyth, Mr. Marshall, Mr. 
Barker, Mr. Dawes, and Sir John Hollams. The members to retire in 
rotation are Mr. Ellett, Sir E. Fraser, Mr. Hills, Mr. Johnson, Mr. 
Manisty, Mr. Pennington, Mr. Sampson, Mr. Sharpe, Mr. Trower,and Mr, 
Walters. Mr. Manisty has intimated that he will not seek re-election. 
It is with regret that the Council find themselves called upon on this 
occasion to record the deaths of no fewer than five of their colleagues, 
each of whom had rendered great service to the Council, and three of 
whom had occupied the office of president of the society. Mr. Edmund 
Kell Blyth, who died on the 28th of September, 1YU9, served the office 
of president in the year 1907-8, and had been a member of the Council 
since the year 1895. Mr. Blyth was a distinguished pupil of the late 
Edwin Field. He was admitted to the profession in 1852, and practised 
in the City of London for nearly sixty years. Even before he was a 
member of the Council he took a lively interest in all questions affect- 
ing the profession. He read several papers at the provincial meetings 


ot the society, including one of very great interest dealing with the | 


system of land transfer in Germany and elsewhere. Outside his 
profession he was a keen educationist and, indeed, one of the pioneers 
of elementary education, and he devoted much time to philanthropic 
work. Mr. Thomas Marshall died on the 7th of February, 1910. He 
joined the Council in the year 1873, and although, owing to his official 
duties as one of the district and county court registrars at Leeds, he 
was unable to accept nomination to the office of president of the society, 
when offered to him, he took a full share in the work of the Council 
and its committees. In particular, on all questions relating to the 
establishment and working of district registries and to county courts, 
as well as to the various proposals for introducing a system of com- 


pulsory registration of title to land, he rendered most valuable services | 


to the profession. He was mainly instrumental in establishing the 
Association of Provincial Law Societies, with which he was officially 
connected either as secretary or joint secretary for many years. He 
was also the president of the County Court Registrars’ Association. 
Apart from professional matters, he was a man of wide and varied 
interests, taking an active part in the public life of the district in 
which he resided, and maintaining to the last his love of literature, and 
especially of the classics, in which at the outset of his career he 
graduated with first-class honours at Oxford. Mr. Charles Mylne 
Barker died on the 17th of February, 1910. He joined the Council in 
1893, and was elected president in 1905. He was one of the most 
regular attendants at the meetings of the Council and its various com- 
mittees, and never spared himself when the interests of the profession 
were involved. He was particularly interested in the subject of land 
transfer, and gave evidence before the Scottish Commission and before 
the Royal Commission now sitting. Outside his profession he was 
known as a musician of no ordinary attainments, and he had a know- 
ledge of English literature which was remarkable. Mr. Frank Dawes 
died on the 4th of April, 1910, having been elected a member of the 
Council in the year 1904. He had rendered to them essential assistance 
on questions arising out of mercantile and banking transactions, with 
regard to which his wide experience enabled him to speak with 
more than ordinary authority. Sir John Hollams died on the 3rd 
of May, 1910. He was elected a member of the Council in 
1866, and was president of the society in 1878-9. 
resolution was passed by the Council on Sir John Hollams’ death : 
“The Council desire to place on record an expression of their sense 
of the great loss sustained by the Council and by the whole profession 
by the death of the late Sir John Hollams, the senior member of the 
Council. Sir John Hollams has been a member of the profession for 
sixty-six years, and has served for the last forty-four years continuously 
as an active member of this Council. He was elected president in 1878-9. 
He has for more than half a century been a prominent member of the 
profession, and his long experience, his great ability, and the universal 
respect with which he was regarded by all who knew him have caused 
him for many years to be regarded as the leader of the profession. It 


profession outside the Council, but an exception must be made in the 
case of Mr. Joseph Addison, who served on the Council for many years, 
was president in the Jubilee year of the late Queen Victoria, and only 
resigned his duties on account of ill-health in his family, which made 
it impossible for him to continue the work he had for so long performed 
to the great advantage of the profession. He was a man of exceptional 
powers and unique personality, and in his knowledge of law he was 
second to none in our branch of the profession, while his literary 
attainments and artistic taste were of a high order. 


(To be continued.) 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Roserr Exvtis Cunwirre, solicitor to the Board of Trade, Mr. 
Cuartes Henry Davis, solicitor to the Public Works Loan Board, 
Mr. Atrrep Hopxtinson, K.C., LL.D., Principal of the Victoria 
University of Manchester, and Mr. CLarenpon Hype, barrister-at-law, 
have received the honour of Knighthood. 


Mr. James Rowtanp Storey, of the firm of Messrs. James Storey & 
Sons, of Sunderland, has been appointed a Commissioner of the 
Supreme Court of the Transvaal, and of the High Court of the Orange 
River Colony, to Examine Witnesses on Commission, and to take Affi- 
davits in all Suits pending in those courts. 

Mr. Marx Srorey, of the same firm, has been appointed a Com- 
missioner for taking Affidavits, &c., in Suits and Proceedings in the 
courts of the Provinces of Quebec, Manitoba, Saskatchewan, Alberta, 
and Prince Edward Island. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Changes in Firms. 


The firm of Clapham, Fitch, & Co., Solicitors, 15, Devonshire-square, 
Bishopsgate, has, owing to the retirement of Mr. Frederick George 


| - - ; : 
| Fitch, the senior partner, been reconstituted, and now consists of Mr. 





The following | 


is impossible within the compass of a resolution to enumerate the many | 


occasions on which he has been called upon to apply his exceptional 
powers to the service of the country and of the profession, but his 
work as a member of the Judicature Commission of 1867, upon the 


Craup Fraser, Mr. Epwarp Harvey Cook, Mr. PercivaL ALFRED 
CrapHAM, and Mr. Freperick JoHN Witttams. The practice will be 
carried on under the style of Clapham, Fraser, Cook, & Co. 


Dissolution. 


Francis Mincutn Vovutes and Henry Joun WEtcH, solicitors 
(Francis Voules & Welch), 84, Bishopsgate-street Within, London. 
June 24. Mr. Voules will continue his practice at 84, Bishopsgate- 
street Within, London, under the style of Francis Voules & Co. ; Mr. 
Welch will continue his practice at Pinners Hall, Austin-friars, London, 
under the style of Welch & Co. [Gazette, June 28. 


General. 


In the House of Commons on Monday Mr. Ormsby-Gore asked the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department whether it was proposed 
to alter the circuit system; and whether it was intended to remove 
the North Wales <Assizes from Ruthin to some town in England. 
The Solicitor-General said : The Government are considering various 
plans suggested for the rearrangement of the circuits, but no decision 
has been arrived at. An opportunity will be given for the discussion 
in the House of any plan arrived at. 


In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, Mr. Wheler asked the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether the valuers appointed on a temporary 
basis under the Finance Act, 1909-10, were required to give the whole 
of their time to the service of the Government. Mr. Hobhouse, who 
replied, said : Yes, sir, except in the case of mineral consultants. Lord 
Balcarres asked whether it was to be understood that mineral surveyors 
who acquired information of a confidential nature by virtue of their 
Government appointments were allowed to take private practice. Mr. 
Hobhouse : They are allowed to continue their private practice, but 
they are not allowed to undertake any mineral valuations other than 
those referred to. Lord Balcarres : Are they allowed to continue their 
private mineral practice? Mr. Hobhouse : That is what I understand 
to be the case, 
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At the Bucks Quarter Sessions Lord Cottesloe resigned the chairman- 
ship, and Sir Alfred Cripps, K.C., M.P., was appointed to fill the 
vacancy. 


Lord Dundas, in the Scottish High Court of Justiciary, on the 26th 




















ult., sentenced Francis Lamond Lowson, solicitor, Edinburgh, to seven 
years’ penal servitude for forging the will of J S. Skeen, Alyth, 
Forfarshire. ; 

The highest Court of Appeal in the Austrian Empire, after months 
of litigation, has, s ys the Hven nq St lard, decided that the song of 
a nightingale i ot a nuisance. \ z, Herr Heinzel, 
keeps a nightingale in a cage, and on fine ni ngs it outside the 
window. A neighbour complained to the police ithorities that the 
bird’s song disturbed his slumbers, and the mu | ordered the 
owner of the nightingale to keep it inside the house at night. Hen 
Heinzel appealed to the Government of Styria and then to the Ministry 
of the Interior, but both these administrative authorities refused to 
interfere with the decision of the n icipality. Herr Heinzel then 
appealed to the Court of Administration, which | jurisdiction over 
the highest executive and administrative functior es Five judges, 
including the President, Baron Schenk, gave a learned judgment in 
favour of the ow of the nightingale 

In connection with the suggestion that the burder f ser on 
juries should be shifted to the shoulders of met ith the leisure to 
serve, and the readiness to earn an or sional cuine t may be worth 
while, Savs a writer in the Globe, to re ll the pit n of the late 
Master Erle, who made a special study of our jury laws After refer 
ring to the corrupting influences to ch professional jurvmen would 
inevitably be exposed, he said : The result would be that in every 
trial the losing suitor would honestly 1 ‘ nd loudly complain, that. 
in spite of the penalties which the la it es to i t embraces, that 
the jury, or some of them, who had proved adverse to him on ‘ the 
clearest case that was ever brought into a court of istice, «&c., must 
have been got at. whether the fact +t } hapt l to } so or not 
in the particulat S¢ The creat ! f professional jurors W uld. in 
truth, be quickly followed by the total abolition of trial by jury.’ 


At the Carlisle Assizes on Saturday, says the 7imes, the grand jury 





made a presentment protesting against the moval of size business 
from Carlisle, on the ground that would cause injustice and lead to 
prohibitive cost of litigation in Cumbe d. Mr. Justice Pickford 
said that, perso! lly he thought t} S t time which was said to 
result from the present system was nsiderably exaggerated There 
was always a substantial amount of 1 to be done nd he thought 
the removal of the trial of pris t ) ther often 
created a considerable amount of hardshij At the Bristol Assizes « 

Saturday, Mr. Justice Bucknill, in charging the ind d the 
calendar contained many sessions cases—more n half It was often 
stated that the judges were wanted more in London: and it was to be 
regretted, in one sense, that when they went or size they found a 
large number of cases which could be 1 l at the rte sions. He 
did not blame the n trat wl mmitted t] anybody 
else, but there ought to be a remedy for what some people would be 





inclined to call blot on the system 

Messrs. Meynell & Pemberton write to the 7’ is follows ** The 
practical effect of imposing duty on gifts inter vi where the dono 
dies within the period limited by the Finance Act, 1910, does not seem 





to be appreciated. As an example, take the se of a rich uncle giving 
his nephew £5,000 in cash to enable him te make his way in the 
world. The uncle dies within three years of making the gift possessed 
of property of the value of one millior The Inland Revenue will 


claim £750, being duty on the £5,000 at the rate of 15 per cent. Such 


duty is not pay ible out of the large fortune of the uncle, but bv the 


nephew, for whom laim may n 1 ruiz It would seem desirable 
for any testator who has recently give r intends to give away in his 
lifetime a sum of upwards of £100 to put a codicil to his will providing 
that the duty which may be payabl any gifts inte ree shall be 
paid out of his residu iry estate and not by the donees, if that be his 


wish. Now that in many cases legacy and successi luties are under 
the 1910 Act pay ible by a wife and children (in addition to the estate 
duty) a testator should be careful to see that such legacies are expressed 
to be given free of all duties, if that be his wish. 





The tendency of some of the Government’s supporte1 regard the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Bill as a sort of legislative whipping-boy, 
and to put down amendments to this measure as an expression of dis 
content with Ministerial action in other spheres, i says the Parlia 
mentary correspondent of the Zimes, deplored by those who desire to 
see the Bill passed into law, so that by tl appointment of two addi 
tional judges the congestion in the King’s Bench Division may be 
relieved. The Bill, which was introduced by the Lord Chancellor in 
the House of Lords, and there treated as a non-controversial measure. 
now awaits the report stage in the Commons. On the second reading 
the Attorney-General explained that. if the block of business in the 
courts proved to be temporary, it would be in the discretion of Parlia 
ment to allow the additional appointments to lapse. The Bill was 
considered in Committee on the 19th of April. The amendments which 
have now been put down for the report stage, running to four pages, 
stand in the names of eleven Liberal members. Some of the points 
raised have already be 
ments on the paper 








n debated. There are no Opposition amend- | 


Lord Justice Vaughan Williams gave notice this week that Admiralty 
appeals would be taken in the Court of Appeal on Tuesday, the 5th 
of July. 


With reference to the statement in our issue of the 4th of June that 
we had not heard of any practical step for the comfort and recreation 
of Indian students being taken, we are informed that there are in 
London several societies espe ially interested in the welfare of Il dian 
students, amongst them being the Northbrook Society, the National] 
Indian Association, the Friends of India, and the Indian St 
Association. The National Indian Association, which has been pal 
larly active during the last few years, holds social meetings, takes 
Irequent excursions to pla es of interest, has a tenn 
summer, and endeavours, by introducing students to Englis} 
afford opportunities of social intercourse and to give them some | \ 
ledge of the people and the institutions of this country. <A large hous¢ 
21, Cromwell-road, South Kensington, has recently been acquired for 
housing the different Indian societies which are working on a 
basis, and this will form a club and useful centre for the students 











club j Lhe 








At the close of the sitting of the Divorce Commission on Wednesday, 
says the Z'imes, the Chairman said that it mig 
were watching the Commission to know that at 
sittings, extending from the 23rd of May, they hac 
witnesses, which, with sixty-two at the previous set 
142 altogether. He had had one or two letters which suggested 
they had not invited this or that body to give evidence before 
He wished to make it plain that they were desirous that any b 
people who had information which would be useful to the Comn 
should communicate with the secretary with a view 
sentative. He had received a very large number of letters from i 
duals stating their own cases. It had been decided by the Comn 
that it would be pra tically impossible to investig } every body : 
ular case, but all those letters would be duly presented to the 
Commissioners and would be carefully considered by them. The 
Commission would now adjourn until the 25th of October. It was 
ibsolutely necessary that an interval should take place, because of the 
mass of evidence which had to be considered and the further ev 
that had to be collected. The Commission then adjourned unt 
25th of October. 





nt interest those 


present set of 


examine d ‘ 





to sending i 





In the House of Commons, on the 27th ult., Mr. Hindle asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, when preparing the new Budget, 
ni 


he would consider the advisability of introducing a clause exempting 
from the incidence of the new increment duties all conveyances « nd 
where the consideration was of less value than £500, on the same 


grounds and subject to the same conditions as those on which sucl 
ances were exempt from the increased stamp duties, seeing that 
in this class of small conveyances the expense and delay necessary in 
obtaining the official certificate required before the completion of the 
sale would be out of all reasonable proportion to the amount of revenue 
which would actually be receivable by the Exchequer. Mr. Hobhouse, 
who replied, said: If the intention of my hon. friend’s proposal is 
in cases of properties of small value, to obviate expense and delay in 
connection with the presentation of the conveyances for the purpose of 
being impressed with the stamp referred to in section 4 (3) (4) of 
Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, my right hon. friend does not think t 
there is any sufficient reason for the suggested exemption. The 
obtaining of the stamp in question does not entail any appreciable 
degree of either expense or delay. As my right hon. friend informed 
the hon. member for the Chelmsford Division on the 20th instant, 
documents deposited with the Inland Revenue for stamping are not 
retained in the great majority of cases for more than twenty-four 
hours. 


conve 








Royat Navat Cottecr, Ossporne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ H to 
Become a Naval Officer’ (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon 
Sir E x. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illusts ted 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook 
street, London, W.—[Apvr.] 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rota oF ReGisTrars In ATTENDANCE ON 


Emencunoy Aprpgzat Count Mr. Justice Mr, Justice 








Date. Rora. No. 2. Joyo. Swinven Eapy. 
Monday ...July 4 Mr Bloxam Mr Theed Mr Leach Mr Church 
Tuesday ........ 5 Farmer Bloxam Borrer Theed 
Wednesday ...... 6 Leach Farmer Beal Bloxam 
Thursday .. 7 Borrer Leach Greswell Farmer 
Friday 8 Beal Borrer Goldschmidt Leach 
Saturday 9 Greswell Beal Synge Borrer 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
_— ‘Wanrainerox. NEVILLE. Parkes. Eve. 
| Monday ...July 4 Mr Greswell Mr Farmer Mr Beal Mr Synge 
| Tuesday ...c0. 5 Goldschmidt Leach Greswell Church 
Wednesday. 6° Synge Borrer Goldschmidt Theed 
7 Church Beal Synge Bloxam 
8 Theed Greswell Charch Farmer 
9 Bloxam Goldschmidt Theed Leach 
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“FIDELITY GUARANTEE BONDS 


can be obtained on liberal terms from the 


LAW UNION AND ROCK 
INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 


126, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C,, 


where proposal forms and all information may be obtained. 





The Company's Bonds are accepted by the High 
Court of Justice, all Government Bepartments,etc. 





FUNDS IN ALL DEPARTMENTS, £9,000,000. 
Ciaims Parp—ALL DEPARTMENTS, £25,000,000. 





T° ° ° 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, June 24. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 


Limitep 1m CHANCERY. 


Anoio-AvstraLian Asserts Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before July 81, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
Gordon Langton, 56, Moorgate st, liquidator 

Avtomatic Pin TickeT1InG Macuine Co. Lrp—Petn fer winding up, presented June 
17, directed to be heard July 5. Dade & Co, Queen Victoria st, solors for the petver. 
Not'ce of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the 
afternoon of July 4 

East Connwatt Newsparsr Co, Lrp (1x Votuntary Ligurpation)—Creditors are 
required, on or before July 30,to send in their names and addresees, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Lewis Herbert Collings, Tremaba, Liskeard, 
liquidator 

Gasson & Co, Lrp (In Votuntary Ligurpatiox)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Aug 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to William Foster Gresham, 49, Finsbury pavement, liquidator 

Gotprie_ps or DHarwar (Inp1a), Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before July 30, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Leonard Bayley, 6, Queen st pl, liquidator 

Levi & Co, Lrp —Creditors are required, on or before Aug 15, to send théir names 
and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Lionel Maltby, 5, London 
wall bldgs, liquidator 

Rvssian PrrRouruM AND Liqguip Fuet Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before 
Aug 9, to send in their names and addresses. ard the particulars of their debts o 
claims, to A. J. Milne, Broad street House, New Broad st 

SurHertanp Reers Propatetary Gotp Mines, Ltp—Petn for windi 

RIE } ’ - inding up, presented 
— 2, a y be heard July5. Walsh & Co, Bedford row, b+. for the 

1 r- Notice of sppearing must reach the above-na 5 P 
i thesdinaase of en ve-named not later than 6 o’clock 

ZoutPraxssere Cotron Synpicate, Lrp (1n Votuxtary Lt di 

, Sy2 F 3 4IQUIDATION)—Creditors are 
— on or before July 30, to send their names an’ addresees,and the particulars 
i or claims, to Vivian Llewellyn Newton, 6!, Brown st, Manchester, 


London Gazette,—Turspay, June 28. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep in CHANCERY. 


A. Storr & Co, Lrp (1x Liquipatron)—Creditors are required, on or before July 9, to 
send their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts er claims, to H. R. 
draves and G. G. Poppleton, 51, North John st, Liverpool, liquidators 

BLacksuRN Rotter Skatine Rinx Co, Lrp (1m Votuntary Liqurpation)—Creditors 
are required, on or before July 1f, to serd their names and addresses, and particulars 
cf their debts or claime, to Joseph Smith, 33, Richmond ter, Blackburo, liquidator 

—y BP Free. ey a required, on or before July 18, to send their names 

od _addrerses, and the particulars of their debt i i 
Haskins, 18, Walbrook, liquidator ee 

Onartes Rowtey & Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 6, to rend 
their names and addres+es, and the particulars of thelr debts or claims, to Alfred 
— 25, Brazennose st, Manchester. Sutton, Manchester, tolor for the 

Dirpwoop STEAMSHIP Co, Lrp (ix Ligurpation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
ys 23, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Thomas Fratt, 15, Queen st, Newcastle upon Tyne. Bolam & Co, Sunder- 
land, so.crs for the liquidator 

FIREPROOF CELLULOID SywypicaTr, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 8, to 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to William 

Prensa Cooper, 82, Victoria st, Westminster, liquidator 
zrorGE A. Browmixe & Co, Lrp (1x Votuntary LiguipatTion)—All claims must be 
forwarded to E. H. Hawkins, 4, Charterhouse sq, liquidator, not later than July 8 

are png —= Co, pen required, on or before July 31, to send 

and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 

P Handel Booth, Craven House, Kingsway, liquidator ; 

onN Butt, Led (Gureaxsex)—Petn for winding up, presented June 23, directed to be 
heard July 12. Carter & Bell, Idol In, solors for the petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clook in the afternoon of July 11 
louse, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before July 14, to send their names and 
ddr , and particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Villars, 40, Hatton gdn 
liquidator : 

Masseuse Investment Trust, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 9, to 
= their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to A. F. 

ims, 10, Serjeant’s inn, liquidator 

Pnuaes Mistea anp Generat Investment Corporation, Lrp (iw Liqurpation) — 

itors are required, on or before Jaly 31, to send their names and addresses, with 
particulars of their debts and claims, to Edmund Kalman, 24, Coleman st, liquidator 








Witt Cuurcari. & Co, Lro—Creditors are required, on or before July 30, to send 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph 8. 
Meikle, 20, North John st, Liverpool, liquidator 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gasette.—Fuipary, June 24. 
GotprigLps or Daanwas (npr), Lp. 
Russtaw Perroteum anp Liguip Fvet Co, Lrp (ReconsTRUCTION) 
Srupcex Enarnerntne Co, Lrv. 
Rep Mans Sywnpvicate, Lrp, 
Avrosagits Co, Lrp. 
Joun Sazraerp, Lrp. 
Procxrer & Kenyon, Lrp. 
Sregiite Syxpicate, Lrp. 
Pours Water Co, Lro. 
Conquista Sywprcats, Lrp. 
Harry Tyrer & Co, Lrp. 
Lonpon Roap Car Co, Lrp. 





London Gazette.—Tusgspay, June 28. 
Heccexin, Lro. 
Cyotowe Acuicuttorat Tractor Co, Lrp. 
Sree. Casrina Co, Lro, 
PeTroLeum Mixtne aNp GeNERAL InvastweNnr CoRPORATION, Lrp. 
Hounsect. & Wittass, Lro. 
Teacugr Co, Lip. 
Luaneginor Co:urery Co, Lrp. 
Lanes Berrise Agnopiayes, Lrp. 
Jounson’s (Founpess) Parssrve Co, Lro. 
Jounson’s, Lrp, 
Bairsa Diamoxp Fier ExrinevisHer Co, Lrp, 
Hammonp & Co. (Wars), Lrp. 
Cuartes Crawrorp Senror, Lrp. 
G.LepHoLtt Tweep Co, Lrp. 
F. G. Atpica, Lrp 
Victoria Ropery, Lrv. 
Lonpon Macaine 81tx Co, Lro. 
Av Sywspic:ire, Lr. 
Escuisa Lipeary, Lrp. 
Paxsota, Lro. 
Parva Ruppee AND Gum Synpicats, Lrp. 
Neecainsk Oprions, Lrp, 
Aurrep B. Davis, Lro. 
Centra Moron Teansport Co, Lrp. 
Ray Miuis, Lip. 
Parmres Miuis, Lrp. 
Greyegrat Curmicat Co, Lrp, 
H, J. Cuapman Co, Lro. 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


July 4.—Messre. Tocketr & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rents (see 
advertisement, back page, June 18). 

July 4and 25.—Messra. Jongs, Lawe & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Property 
and Leasehold Investment (see advertisement, back p»ge, June 18°. 

July 4.—Messrs. Tuckerr & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residential Estate 
(see advertisement, back page, June 25). 

July 4.—Messre. Kemsugy, at the Mart: Freshold Residential and Bailding 
Estates, &c. (see advertisement, back page, June 4). 

July 5.—Mesers. Humserr & #.1wt, at Cheater, at 1: Residential Property (see 
advertisements, pages i. and ii, May 28). 

July 5, 12, 26, and Aug. 9,—Mesers. Denenwnam, Tewson, Rrogarpson & Oo., at the 
Mart, at 2: Freehold Residences, Ground-rents, Shop, Sbares, Freshold Properties, 
Building Estates, Freehold and Leasehold Hotels (see advartisemeats, page iv, May 25). 

July 6.—Mesers. Brarp & Sow, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rents (see adver- 
tisement, back page, June 11). 

July 6.—Messrs. Doveras Youne & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rents 
(see advertisement, back page, June 18). . 

July 6.—Mesers. Honeson & Co., at 115, Chancery-lane, at 1: Law Books (see adver 
tisement. page iii, this week). : 

July 6.—Mersrs, Doveras Youne & Co,, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Property (see 
advertisement, back page, this week). 

July 7.—Mesers. H. E. Foster & Cxanrrecp, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, Policies, 
Debentures, &c. (eee advertisement, back page. this week). 

July 7—Messrs. Humsext & Furst, at the Mart, at 2: Freshold Residence, Farme, 
Building and Sporting Estates, Leasehold |Investments (see advertisement, pages 1 
and ii, May 28). 

July 7.—Mesers, Struson & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: House and Shop (see advertise- 
ment, page v, this week). 

July 8—Meesrs. Exuis & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Property (sce advertise- 
ment, back page, June 25). 

July 8.—Messrs. Venrom, Butt, & Coorer, at the Mart, at 2: Building Sites (see 
advertisement, page v, June 25). 

July 11.—Messrs. Eioart, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and Leasehold Ground- 
rents (see advertisement, page v, this week). 

July 13.—Mesars. Epwin Fox, Bousrixtp, Burnetts & Bappeey, at the Mart, at 2: 
Freehold Property and Ground-rents (see advertisement, back paze, June 28). 

July 14.— ers. Davip J. Cuatrsit & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Invest- 
ment (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

July 19.—Messrs. WeaTHeraLy & Gregy, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residential 
and Building Estates (see advertisement, back page, June 25). 

July 19.—Messre. Desewnam, Tewsow, Ricuarpson & Co., at the Mart at 2: Free- 
hold Estate (see advertisement, back page, June 18). 

July 20.—Messrs. Desennam, Tewson, Ricnarpson, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: 
Freehold Ground-rents (see advertisement, page v, this week). 

July 21.—Messrs, Faresxotagr, Exuis, & Co., at the Mart: Freehold Building 
Estate (see advertisement, page v, this week). 

July 25.—Messrs. Mauner & Marver, at the Mart, at 1: Freehold Building Site and 
Residential Property (see advertisement, page v, this week). 

July 26.—Messrs. Hampron & Sons at the Mart: Town Houses (see advertisement 
page v, June 18), 

uly 29,—East Surrey Water Co, Sale of Shares by Tender, closing July 29 (see 
advertisement, page iii, this week). 

Messrs. Knicut, Frank, & Ruruex Freehold Ground-rente for Sale }(see advertise- 
ment, back page, June 4). 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 

London Gazette.—Fripay, June 24. 
Baseett, Emma Hannan, Bloxham, Oxford Aug2 Fortescue & Sons, Banbury 
Baatuett, Jonny, Cardiff, District Insurance Superintendent July 25 Davies, Cardiff 
Bartuett, Joseraixe Hoxie, Aldwych Aug 1 Kirby & Co, The Sanctuary 
Bewi, ALexanper, Hove, Sussex Aug 11 Withers & Co, Arundel st, Strand 
Baveriey, Gzorcs Heyry, Norton Lees, Derby, Butcher July 25 Smith & Co, Sheffield 
Bostock, Evtex Meixx, Northampton July 30 Dennis & Faulkners, Northampton 
Browx, Henry, Thornton, Leicester, Farmer July 23  Suarp & Lancaster, Lough- 
borough 


Buvce, Aurarp Kenyeta, Tamale, West Africa July 25 Edmonds «& Co, Clifford’s inn | 


Cuant, Evury, Leyton Aug2 Rawlinson & Son, New Broad st 

Cooke, Jane, Redcar, Yorks July 20 Watson, Middlesbrough 

Dawson, Caristoruer, Birkdale, Lancs July 30 Pennington & Higs%n, Liverpool 

Day, Laviyta, Sandford, Winscombe, Somerset July 31 March, Axbridge, Somerset 

Day, Mary Awy, Oaklands grove, Shepherd’s Bush July 18 Robins & Grimsdall, 
Hornsey 

Even, Emtty Cirara Cnartotre, Eden Lodge, nr Cromer July 30 Wright, Hitchin 

Fraxcis, Heiey, Sandgate July 25 Francis & Johnson, Great Winchester st 

GarsuttT, Caristorner Ronert, Hutton Ruiby, Yorks, Innkeeper June 16 
Wilson, Middlesbrough 

Geevacn, Jonann Farepaicu, Ealing, Merchant Aug15 Rehder & Higgs, Mincing In 

Gitt, Any, Harrogate July 4 Raworth & Co, Harrogate 

Guippox, Doveras Axexanpgr, Brighton Aug 1 Edwards & Co, Lawrence In, 
Cheapside 

Gou.p, Henry, Cardff, Haulier July 21 Hill, Cardiff 

weet Joun Hrart, Heythrop, Oxford, Farmer Aug 10 Wilkins & Toy, Chipping 

orton 

Herwoarrn, Emizy, Gosforth, Northumberland July 11 Kent, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Hicks, Cuagres, Fratton, Portsmouth July 20 Bolitho, Portsea 

Houvtanp, Caartes Harais, Phoenix st, Somers Town Aug 1 

ancery In 

Isragt, Henry, Cheetham, Manchester, Builders’ Merchant July 31 Hall, Manchester 

Jackson, ALrnepD, Henbury, Glos Aug 6 Dickinson & Co, Weston super Mare 

Ketty, Henry, Ilkeston, Cabinet Maker July 9 Thorpe & Sons, Ilkeston 


s0Wwes- 


Seagrove & Co, 


Kent, Exizasetu, East Howe, Kinton, Dorset July 25 Preston & Francis, Bourne- 


mouth 
LerTon, Georce Henry, Hastings July 25 Thomas, Woolwich 


McCarrney, Grorce Patrick, Richmond Aug2 Arnold, Salters hall ct, Cannon st 
McMaster, Avexanper, Ipswich July 31 Birkett & Co, Ipswich 


Marspen, Ann, Ingbirchworth, nr Penistone, York Augi10 Dransfield & Hodgkinson, 
Penistone, nr Sheffield 
Marsn, Revnen, Saint Ives, Hunts, Saddler Aug 24 Copley, Saint Ives, Hunts 


Moxuam, Rosert Have, Cudham, Kent, Farmer July 24 Knocker & Co, Sevenoaks 


Musters, Rev Wit11am Musrers, Dunach, Argyle, NB July 22 Freeth & Co, Not- | | 


tingham 
NicHo.1s, THomas, Altarnum, nr Launceston July 16 Bond & Pearce, Plymouth 
Owen, Joun, Birkenhead Sept 1 Jones & Rees, Liverpool 
Parsons, James, Honiton, Devon Aug 17 Dunning & Co, Honiton 
Pearce, Emity, St Stephens by faltash, Cornwall July 30 Pearce, Devonport 
Potwagrce, Tuomas Roxsurau, Polwhele, Cornwall July 31 Hearle & Co, Truro 
Poore, THomas Wituiam, Chestnut av, Walthamstow July 30 Freeman, Lea Bridge rd, 
Leyton, Essex P 
Reynoips, Witu1am Dicsy, Bath, Pawnbroker July 11 Tarr & Sons, Brisvol 
Roperts, Samvuet, Liverpool July 30 Schierwater & Symond, Liverpool 
Ropiysox, Toomas Watroy Haagtcey, Brook Green, Hammersmith, Artist July 14 Bird, 


Young st, Kensington : ss ; : 
Rosingoy, Vincent Josers, Beaminster, Dorset Aug 8 Crowders & Co, Lincoln’s inn 


flelds 

Rogson, Samur. Baxt, Cardozo rd, Caledonianrd Aug9 Boydell, jun, South sq, Gray’s 
ian . 

Suarpe, Sutton Speycer, Ryder st July 30 Fowler & Co, Victoria st 

SueEtton, Susay, Great Stukeley, Hunts July31 Eves & Rule, Charles sq, Hoxton 

Sry, Tuomas, Salisbury, Watchmaker July 25 Nodder & Trethowan, Salisbury 


Ord June 21 


Fryer, Erxest, Crewe Northwich, Musician Pet June 21 
| 


Suttoy, Axx, Southport Aug15 Hulton & Co, Bolton 
Tarps, Ev1zasetu Buanp, Southsea Aug 2 Ruston & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 
Tat, Epmunp, Harley, nr Much Wenlock, Salop July 12 Phillips, Shifnal 


Ticxie, Mary, Bolton Aug 8 Hulton & Son, Bolton 

| VALLANcR, Curistorpner Bripag, Chalfont St Peter, Bucks July 23 Strickland, South. 
| ampton st, Bloomsbury 

| Waixer, Witiiam, Southport, Licensed Victualler July 30 Entwistle & Son, Middleton 
nr Manchester ; 
| Wortp, Ricuarp, Fulbrook, Oxford July 16 Brown, Burford, Oxon 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, June 28. 
ADAMSON, CHARLES, Torquay Aug 23 Hickson & Co, New Broad st 
| ASHBY, ALFRED, Roade, Northampton July 31 Dennis & Faulkners, Northampton 
BENSON, RICHARD, Norton on Tees, Durham, Builder Aug 23 Newby & Co, Stockton 
| on Tees 
| BEXoN, AMos, Nottingham July 31 Fox & Manning, Nottingham 
BROACKES, WILLIAM, Langford, Churchill, Somerset, Yeoman July 31 March, Axbridge, 
| Somerset 
| BROOK, SAMUEL HAMILL, Bury, Lancs, Timber Merchant July 22 Howarth & Son, 


| 
| 


| 3ury 

| BROWN, ANN, Slough Aug6 Woodbridge & Sons, Uxbridge 
| CARRIER, SARAH, Kimberley, Notts, Draper July 20 Walker & Hanson, Nottingham 
| CHARLESON, HECTOR, Buxton, Derby Aug1 Parkinson & Co, Manchester 

CONNELL, PATRICK, Small Heath, Birmingham July 28 Duggan & Elton, Birmingham 
CRANG, SABINA, High st, Manchester sq, St Marylebone July 14 Lithgow & Pepper, 

Wimpole st : 
DUNCAN, ELIZABETH MONICA, West Bromwich July 30 Cochrane & Peacock, West 


| Bromwich : r : ae 

FEDDEN, HERBERT LAUNCELOT, Bloomsbury sy, Architect July 30 Lewis & Yglesias, 
Old Jewry - 

| FERGUSON, JOHN ALEXANDER, Tunbriige Wells, Bank Manager Aug 15 Kimbers & 

| Boatman, Lombard st 





FLEMING, ELIZABETH, Southtown, Great Yarmouth July 13 Tindle, South Shields 
FoRROW, EMMA, Pulford st, Pimlico July 17 Draper & Son, Vincent sq, Westminster 
GREENUP, JOSEPH, Eston, Yorks July 27 Jack on & Jackson, Mildlesbrouzh 
GREVILLE, SOUTHWELL, St. Leonards on Sea July 80 Bloxam & Co, Lincoln’s inn 
fields 
HARRIS)N, WILLIAM GOWLAND, South Croydon Aug1 Lamb & Cc, Ironmonger In 
HATFIELD, HENRy, Chattcr's, Isle of Ely, Cambridge Aug8 Ruston, Chatteris 
| HAVERS, WILLIAM JosePH, West Worthing July 24 Tanner, Leadenhall st 
| HOME, MARY, Barham, nr Canterbury Aug 8 Gard & Co, Basinghall st 
| InsY, Rev GEORGE POWELL, Dinan, France July 30 Crawley & Co, Arlington st, St 
| James's 
JAMES, MARGARET SARAH, Conway, Carnarvon Ju'y 20 Porter & Co, Conway 
| JONES, CHARLES EDWARD, Penge July 12 Lea, High Holborn 
| KNAPP, GEORGE HENKY, Barnes Aug 1 Ford & Co, Bloomsbury sq 
| McCorMICK, ALEXANDER, New Haw, Addlestone, Surrey Aug6 Paine & Co, Chertsey 
| MICKLETHWAITE, ARIHUR JAMES, Dunton Green, Sevonoaks July 23 Harrison & Co, 
Wakefield 
NASH, SAMUEL, Wheatacre, Norfolk, Farmer July 28 Goodchild, Norwich 
NAYLOR, WILLIAM, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Innkeeper Augl Smith & Co, Sheffield 





| 

NEWSOME, WILLIAM, Preston July 28 Forshaw & Parker, Preston 

PIX, HARRIET, Rye, Sussex July 18 Dawes & Co, Rye 

| SHARPE, GEORGE ROBINSON, St James sq Aug Nicholson & Co, Queen Anne’s gt 

| SLATER, WILLIAM, Pendleton, Lancs Aug6 Walker & Co, Manchester 

| SMITH, WILLIAM, Aberhafesp, Montgomery, Farm Labourer July 18 George, Newtown 
| North Wales 

| SNAITH, ELIZABETH DOROTHY, Marske by the Sea, Yorks July 1 Outhwaite, Middles- 
} brough 

STEPAN, FLORENCE ETHEL, Poulshot, nr Devizes, Wilts Aug1 Spackman, Calne, Wilts 
SWALES, HARRY, Leadenhallst July 25 Hind & Co, Chancery In 

VESTY, HERBERT LAUNCELOT, Hammersmith, Architect July 30 Lewis & Yglesias- 


Uld Jewry ; 
WALKER, JAMES FENWICK, Sunder'and July 80 Storey & Hopper, Sunderland 


WALLER, Key CHARLES HrNRY, DD, Little Coxwell, Faringdon Aug 10 
| sristow & Co, Bedford row 
| 








Collyer- 


WATNEY, THEODORE HERBERT, Venner rd, Sydenham July 30 Corsellis & Verney 
Waadsworth 5 
WHALE, GEORGE, Hove, Sussex July 25 Tyndall & Co, Birmingham 


Roserts, Owen Jony, Lilanrug, Carnarvon, Farmer Bangor 
Pet June 21 Ord June 21 





Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, June 24. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


App.etoy, WitiiAm H, Strand, Land Agent High Court 
Pet Mar 18 Ord June 21 

Barnes, Epwiy, Charterhouse st, Hardware Manufacturer’s 
Agent High Court Pet May 23 Ord June 21 

Boocock, RicHarp Broventox, Barnoldswick, Yorks, 
Yarn Agent Bradford Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Brown, Frepesick James Waker, Whitley Bay, 
Northumberland, Bootmaker Newcastle on Tyne Pet 
May 30 Ord June 20 

Brown, Paut, Whitecroft, nr Lydney, Glos, Grocer New- 
port, Mon Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Crose, Witt1am Henry, Blaencwm, Treherbert, Glam 
Pontypridd Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

Crows, Geatrupe Laura, Victoria Park, Andover, Draper | 
Salisbury Pet June 21 Pet June 21 

Exuey, Josep, Sheffield, Builder Sheffield Pet June 22 | 
Ord June 22 

Franzmayy, Mary Aww, Grosvenor ter, Camberwell rd 
High Court PetJune 20 Ord June 20 





Green, Emity Louisa, Claremont, Hastings, Hotel Pro- 


prietress Hastings Pet:June 20 Ord June 20 


Harrop, Harry Norcuirre, Oldham, Printer Oldham | 


Pet June 20 Ord June 20 


Hayyes, James Suetnon, New Brighton Birkenhead Pet | Sureuvs, Eowix Teriow, Sunderland, Oil Merchant Sun- 


June6 Ord June 2v 


James, Wittiam Henry, Nyth Bran, Porth, Glam, Collier | 


Pontypridd Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

Jounson, James Rawstory, Southport, Manufacturer 
Liverpool Pet June 3 Ord June 22 

Jones, Davin Isaac, Seven Sisters, nr Neath, Glam, Banks- 
manin Colliery Neath Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Lees, Wittiam, Bradford, Milk Dealer Bradford Pet 
June 21 Ord June 21 

Mazgtiy, Taomas, Penzance, Cornwall, Baker Truro Pet 
June 20 Ord June 20 

Murton, Tuomas, Norwich Norwich Pet June 20 Ord 
June 20 

Norra, DupteyJames, StJamespl HighCourt Pet May 
28 Ord June 22 

Papp.iz, Henry, Beccles, Fish Merchant Great Yarmouth 
Pet June9 Ord June 22 

Ravcuirre, Hevey, Seymour st, Marble Arch, Antique 
Furnisher High Court Pet May 31 Ord June 22 





Row cayp, Lewis, Neath Neath Pet June 7 Ord June 

22 

Saxton, Micnae. Rosert, Rochester, Dairyman Roches- 
ter Pet June 21 Ord June 21 


derland Pet June9 Ord June 21 

Soanes, Watter, Cuddington, nr Aylesbury, Licensed 
Victualler Aylesbury Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Sutrrox, Waurer, Barnet, Tobacconist Barnet Pet June 
21 Ord June 21 

Trumay, Toomas Henry, Beeston, Notts, Lace Manufac- 
turer Nottingham Pet June 20 O1d June 20 

Waker, Dawiet, Walsall, Baker Walsall Pet June 17 
O:.d June 17 : 

Weavine, Anne, Matlock Bath, Derby, Licensed Vic- 
tual’er Derby Pet June 21 Ord June 21 : 

Wuaram, George Wititam, Kingston upon Hull, Painter 
Kingston upon Hull Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

Wurtz, Atec Baker, Swanwick, Hants Southampton 
Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Wiuits, Roserr Lumuey, Cullercoats, Northumberland 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet June17 Ord June 17 
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FIRST MEETINGS. 


AppLetos, Wittiam H, Strand, Land Agent July 5 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Barnes, Epwin, Charterhouse st, Hardware Manufacturer's 
Agent July5at1l1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Baxrer, James, Whitefield, Lancs, Draper July 2 at 11 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

3Lak®, Ernest Joun, Lowestoft, Solicitor July 2 at 12.15 
Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

Baown’, Freperick James Waker, Whitley Bay, Northum- 
berland, Bootmaker July 5at12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley 
st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Beowy, Matruew, Thornton, Bucks, Farmer July 2 at 12 
1, St Aldates, Oxford 

Burner, Estevie Litian, Watford July 4at12 14, Bed- 
ford row 

C.iose, Wittram Hewry, Blaencwm, Treherbert, Glam 
July 7 at 11 Off Rec, St Cavherine’s chmbrs, St 
Catherine st, Pontypridd 

Crowe, Gertraupe Lavupa, Victoria Park, Andover July 
5 at 12.30 Off Rec, City chmbdrs, Catherine at, 
Salisbury 

Dawson, Henry, Ashby. Lincs, Tailor July 5 at 11 Off 
Rec, 8t Mary’s chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

Dors, Harry ALexanpes, Crumpsall, Manchester, 
Bleacher July 2 at 11.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 

DowsinG, Freperic Epwarp, Henham, Suffo!k, Farmer 
July 2at12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Eomonpson, Wituiam, Earby, Yorks, Butcher's Assistant 
July 4 at 11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Evans, Susannau, Bournemouth July 4 at 2.30 Arcade 
chmbrs (first floor), Bournemouth 

FeaanzMANN, Mary Any, Grosvenor ter, Camberwell rd 
July 4at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Fayrr, Ernest, Northwich, Chester, Musician July 2 at 12 
Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 


Janes, Witt1aM Henny, Nyth Bran, Porth, Glam, Colli r | 
July 7 at 11.30 Off Rec, St Catherine’s chmbrs, St | : cid- 
as ‘ | Wuire, Atec Baker, Swanwick, Hants Southampton | Witt1ams, THomas Gixes, Milson, Salop, Carpenter Kid 


Catherine st, Pontypridd 

Jongs, Cuaates ABEL, Aberystwyth, Cardigan, Chioa 
Dealer July 5at 12.15 Townhall, Aberystwyth 

Lees, WiLtiam, Bradford, Milk Dealer July 4 at 12 Off 
Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Meakins, Wittiam, Luton, Motor Agent July4at12 Off 
Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

Mices, Harriett, South Collisgham, Notts July 7 at 11 
Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Pink, WititaM Jargett, Cambridge, Hosier July 4 at 12 
Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Saxton, Micuagt Rosert, Roches‘er, Dairyman July 4 
at 2 115, High st, Rochester 

SueeeMaAN, ALBert Tuomas, Emsworth, Hants, Builder 
— at3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Ports- 
mou 

Traxton, Frepericx, Lowestoft, Tailor July 2 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Usperwoop, ArtHur Recinatp, Great Yarmouth, Auc- 
tioneer July 2at1 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Wicuts, Rosert Lucey, Callercoats, Northumberland 
os at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 

yne 

Youse, Watter, Luton, Butcher July 4 at 113¢ Off 

Rec, The Parade, Northampton 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Beynett, Wivi1aAM Epwiy, andAtrarp Rixat, Wormwood 
st, Mechanical Engineers High Court Pet Feb 21 
Ord June 20 

Bevis, FreperRick Henry, Newport, I of W, Fruit Mer- 
chant Newport Pet May 23 Ord June 18 

Boocock, Ricnarp BrovGHTon, Barnoldswick, Yorks, 
Yarn Agent Bradford Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Bsowy, Pavut, Whitecroft, near Lydney, Glos, Grocer 
Newport, Mon Pet June 22 Ord June 20 

Buseect, James Atraep, Halifax, Pianoforte Dealer 
Halifax Pet May 30 Ord June 21 

C.ose, Wittram Henry, Blaencwn, Treherbert, Glam 
Pontypridd Pet Jane 20 Ord Juae 29 

Crowe, Gerrrupge Lavra, Andover, Draper Salisbury 
Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

Cummins, Faaperick Travis, Coleman st High Court 
Pet Mar12 Ora June 20 

Fxtey, Josepn, Sheffield, Builder Sheffield Pet June 22 
Ord June 22 





Franzmann, Mary Ann, Grosvenor ter, Camberwell rd | Husxers, Frep, and Mary Emma Suaw, Manchester, Iron 
High Court Pet June 20 Ord June 20 Founders Manchester Pet June 25 Ord June 25 
Fryer, Ernest, Northwich, Musician Crewe Pet June21 | Howes, Grorar, Burton on Trent, Licensed Hawker 

Ord June 21 urton on Trent Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
Harrop, Harry Norcurre, Oldham, Printer Oldham Jonrs, Crcin Morais, Cardiff, Railway Wagon Owner 
Pet June 20 Ord June 20 Cardiff Pet June 22 Ord June 22 ; 
James, Witt1am Henry, Nyth Bran, Porth, Glam, Collier Jones, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Coventry, Coach Painter 
Pontypridd Pet June 21 Ord June 21 Coventry Pet June23 Ord June 23 
Jonrs, Davin Isaac, Seven Sisters, nr Neath, Glam, Banks- | Lawson, Joay Anvovo, Kingston upon Hull, Cowkeeper 
man in Colliery Neath Pet June 22 Ord June 22 Kingston upon Hull Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
Lees, ALBERT, Tyldesley, Lancs, Window Cleaner Bolton | Levers, Francis Roser, Lostwithiel, Cornwall, Grocer 
Pet June3 Ord June 17 Truro Pel June 10 Ord June 21 ; 
Lees, Wituram, Bradford, Milk Dealer Bradford Pet | Massey, Daniex, Sherwood Rise, Sherwood, Nottiogham 
te | M ee an ves 4 ie otk tone, Watch 
: 7 J 20 ETHERELL,REGINALD ARTH osera, Folkes' . ch- 
~— —— ry ae Cae et eee | maker ‘Canterbury aa . - By - oa =. 
IR" i i e 20 Ord | Morrie, DWIN opton, esscliffe, op, armer 
4 om Norwich Norwich Pet June | Ghrowebery es Some Ord Jung 24 
Ropgrts, Owen Joun, Tal y Sarn, Lianrug, Carnarvon, | Noax, W, Six Ways, Smethwick, Staffs, Butcher West 
Farmer Bangor Pet June21 Ord June 21 | Bromwich Pet May 27 Ord June 24 : 
Saxtox, Miouart Roser, Rochester, Dairyman Roches- | Putty, Epaar Joun, Sudbury, Suffolk, School Proprietor 
ter’ Pet June 21 Ord June 21 | Colchester Pet June 25 Ord June 25 
Soanes, Water, Cuddington, nr Aylesbury, Licensed See Sa Bolton, Painter Bolton Pet June 23 
Victualler Aylesbury Pet June 22 Ord June 22 une ; : ; 
STANLEY, lng Palmerston cres, Bowes Park, Orchid 2. Reading, Baker Reading Pet June 13 
7 il 30 Ord June 21 t e 2 as aaa 
Mg Bag RAT gS S “ot onneeths Sripox, Epwarp Ernest, Tetbury, Glos, Veterinary Sur- 
Pet June 16 Ord June 21 geon Swindon Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
Truman, Tuomas Haney, Beeston, Notts, Lace Manu- | Suaw, Huon, Askam in Furness, Lancs, Labourer Barrow 
facturer Nottingham Pet June 20 Ord June 20 | in Furnees Pet June 23 Ord Jgne Me deine 
Vines, Broom, Harepath Farm, nr Marlborough, Farmer | Sarre, ALEXANDER GEORGE, Birming! am, con 
Swindon Pet June6 Ord June 21 Victualler Birmingham Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
Waker, Danret, Walsall, Baker Walsall Pet June 17 | Tarvor, the Hon G Hirt, Buckingham st, Strand High 
Ord June 17" ‘ Court Pet May 21 Ord June 23 : 
Weavisa, Anvk, Matlock Bath, Licensed Victualler Decby | WAtsu, Lieutenant Commander Paltip, H MS Edgar 
Pet June 21 Ord June 21 _ High Court Pet Jan 28 Ord June 23 a 
Weusu, Joseru Henry, Bristol, Farmer Bristol Pet May | Wavau, Epwarp, Brampton, Cumberland, Grocer Carlisle 
obi aah Ww aoe ga SoC Tt taol In, Gt Tower st, Agents 
Wuaram, Georce Wittiam, Kingston upon Hull, Painter ILKB¥ING 0, » ido n, Tower st, Age 
Kingston upon Hull Pet June 20 Ord June 20 High Court Pet May 24 Ord June 23 





derminster Pet vag a pee fd . . eeatt 
TNEY T ». Liverpoc Waicut, Tuomas Henry, Baroa stle, Durham, dler 
a aaa e tek + awe 4 a, Rtas Agent Stockton on Tees Pet June 22 Ord June 22 f 
Wittx, Watrer, Danbrook rd, Streatham, Laundryman | WYt18, Isaperia SuitH Maruison, Blackpool, Boarding 
Wandsworth Pet April 20 Ord June 21 | House Keeper Preston Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
Wy tp, Heyry G Lockwoop, Sevenoaks Tunbridge Wells Amended Notice substituted for that published in 
Pet Mar16 Ord June 21 London Gazette of June 21: 


Gitsert, Harry Fievp, Cleethorpes, Wire Artist Great 
Grimsby Pet June17 Ord June 17 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


| Boocock, Ricuarp Brovcuton, Barnoldswick, Yorks, Yarn 
| Agent July6at12 Off , Byrom st, Manchester 
PPELL, Hersert STANLey, Temple rd, + aenenee 
RECEIVING ORDERS. cs Mga 14 at 2.30 Off Rec, 12a, Marlborough pl, 
Aumanst, Arturo, Cardiff, Wine Merchants Cardiff Pet | Caristiz, Jonn, Mount Park rd, Ealing, Builder July 7 
June ll Ord June 24 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st_ bs 
Atuertron, Amos, Great Lever, Bolton, Builder Bolton | Core, Grores, Bour th, Composit July 7 at 2.30 
Pet June 25 Ord June 25 | Arcade chmbrs (first floor), Bournmouth : 
Bovtays, WIttiaM, Bradford, Plumber Bradford Pet | Gitseat, Harry Fieip, Cleethorpes, Wire Artist July 6 
June 25 Ord June 25 at1l Off Rec, 8t Mary’s chmbrs, Great Grimsby 
Breconzi, Pierro AMANUELS, Hastings, Beer Retailer | Grirrix, Francis Fasperick, Bristol, Commercial Tr a- 
Hastings Pet June 24 Ord June 24 | veller July 6 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Brrertey, Watrer, Bury, Auctioneer Bolton Pet June | Haraor, Harry Norcuirre, Oldham, Printer July 6 at 3 


Pet June 22 Ord June 22 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 3: 
Witson, Epvaar, East Finchley, Builder High Court Pet 
Marl Ord May 3) 


London Gazette.—Turspay, June 28. Ons 





23 Ord June 23 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 
Butuivant, Mary Puituipson, Broughton, nr Manchester, | Hore, GzorGe Joseru, — nr Marlborough, Market 
Builder Salford Pet June1 Ord June 22 | Gardener July 6 at 11 Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, 
CuHapreLt, Harovp Vieror, Bristol, Printer Bristol Pct | Swindon . ‘ 
June 23 Ord June 23 Janvis, Kester Caires, Tonbridge, Builder July 6 at 
Cuaristiz, Jouy, Mount Park rd, Ealing, Builder High | 11.30 Bridge Hotel, Broadway, Tunbridge Wells 
Court Pet June 25 Ord June 25 Jones, Crciy Morris, Cardiff, Railway agon Owner 
Cog, Grorae, Bournemouth, Compositor Poole Pet June July 7 at12 Off Rec, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 
24 Ord June 24 Joxgzs, Pavip Isao, Seven Sisters, nr Neath, Glam, Banks- 
Dowsina, Frepertc Eowarp, Henham, Suffolk, Farmer | man in Colliery July 6 at 11 Off Rec, Government 
Great Yarmouth Pet June 16 Ord June 16 | bldgs, St Mary’s st, Swansea . 
Fieminc, Samuet James, Fhxton, Lancs Salford Pet | Martin, Tuomas, Penzance, Baker July 9at 12 Off Rec, 
June 23 Ord June 23 | 12, Princes st, Truro : 
Grivrix, Francis Freprsick, Bristol, Commercial Tra- | Morris, Epwix, Hopton, Nessclitfe, Salop, Farmer July 9 
veller Bristol Pet June 23 Ord June 23 at 11.30 O1f Rec, 22, Swan hill, os 
Hamuerstry, Isaac, Lower Broughton, Salford, Cheese | Murton, Tuomas, Norwich July 6 at 12.30 Off Ree, 8, 
Factor Salford Pet June 13 Ord June 23 | King st, Norwich + : 
Hanpsrorp, Groree, Preston, Lancs, Coachbuilder Pres- | Noatu, Duptey James, St James pl July 6 at 11 Bank- 
ton Pet June 23 Ord June 23 } ruptey bidge, Carey st . 
Hayton, Marcaret, Over Oulton, nr Bolton, Grocer | Pirrs, Benxyamin, Portishead, Somerset, Cabinet Maker 
Bolton Pet June 24 Ord June 24 | July 6 at 12.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
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Rapvcuirre, Hevssx, Seymour st, Marble Arch, Antique 
Furnisher Jaly 6 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Suirtps, Eowin Tetitow, Sunderland, Oil Merchant July 
6 at 2.30 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

Smita, Jrarmian, Coalville, Leicester, Grocer 
Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

SuTton, Water, Barnet, Tobacconist July 6 at 12 
Bedford row 

Tarvor, The HonG Hit, Buckingham st, Strand July 6 
at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Warker, Daniet, Walsall, Baker July 8 at 12 
Wolverhampton 

Watsu, Lieut Commander Paitir, HMS Edgar 
at 11 Bankrupt~y bldgs, Carey st 

Wuanam, Grorce Wittiam, Kingston upon Hull, Painter 
July 6at1l Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Low- 
gate, Hull 

Wuirs, Atec Baker, Swanwick, Hants July6 at 3 Off 
Rec Midland Bank chmbre, Hizh st, Southampton 

White, Henry, Newport Pagnell, Bucks,Contractor July 
6atJ2 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

Wuityry, Haro.p Barrerssy, Liscard, Estate 
July 6at 11 Ofl Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Wiikenina & Co, C H, Idol In, Great Tower st, Agente 
July 6 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


July 6 at 11 
14, 


Off Rec, 


July 7 


Agent 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


BOLLANS, WILLIAM, Bradford, 
June 25 Ord June 25 
BREGONZI, PIETRO AMANUELK, Hastings, Beer 
Hastings Pet June 24 Ord June 24 
BROWN, FREDERICK JAMES WALKER, Whitley Bay, North- 
umberland, Bootmaker Newcastle on Tyne Pet May 
30 Ord June 23 
CHRISTIE, JOHN, Richmond rd, Shepherds Bush, 
High Court Pet June 25 Ord June 25 
COLE, GEORGE, Bournemouth, Compositor 
June 24 Ord June 24 
DOWNING, FREDERIC EDWARD, Henham, Suffolk, Farmer 
Great Yarmouth Pet June 16 Ord June 16 
FLEMING, SAMUEL JAMES, Flixt)n, Laces Salford 
June 23 Ord June 23 
HAGGAR, CHARLES, Prince of Wales rd, Kentish Town, 
Greengrocer High Court Pe. May 28 Ord June 23 
HALL, EpwWakD CRAIG, Lime st¢q, Timber Merchant High 
Court Pet May 12 Ord June 23 
, Preston, Lancs, Coach Luilder 
28 «Ord June 23 
HAYTON, MARGARET, Over Hulton, nr Bolton, Grocer 
Bolton Pet June24 Ord June 24 
HESKETH, FRED, and MARY EMMA SHaW, Manchester, Iron 
Founders Manchester Pet June 25 Ord June 25 
Howks, GkorGg, Burton on Trent, Licensed Hawker 
Burton on Trent Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
JOHNSON, JAMES RAWSTORN, Southport, Manufacture 
Liverpool Pet Junes Ord June 24 
JONES, CECIL MORRIS, Cardiff, Railway Wagon Owner 
Cardiff Pet June 22 Ord June 22 
JONES, THOMAS, Hampton in Arden, Warwick, Engineer 
Birmingham Pet Jan 26 Ord June 23 
JONES, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Coventry, Coach Painter 
Coventry Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
JUNGHEIM, RICHARD JOSEPH MATHIAS, and ARTHUR 
WILKINSON HOPKINS, Catherine ct, Seething In, Corn 
Merchants High Court Pet May 27 Ord June 23 
LAWSON, JOHN ARNOLD, Kingston upon Hull, Cowkeeper 
Kingston upon Hull Pet June vs Ord June 23 
LEVERS, FRANCIS ROBERT, Lostwithiel, Cornwall, Grocer 
Truro Pet June 10 Ord June 25 
MASSEY, DANIEL, Sherwood Rise, Nottingham 
ham Pet June 24 Ord June 24 
METHERELL, REGINALD ARTHUR JOSEPH, 
Watchmaker Canterbury Pet June 25 
MILES, HARRIETT, South Collingham, Notts 
Pet May 28 Ord June 23 
POWKLL, ALBERT CHARLES, Walworth rd, 
High Court Pet Junel0 ord Jane 23 
FULLEN, EDGAR JOHN, Sudbury, Suffolk, School Proprietor 
Colchester Pet June 25 Ord June x5 
RAINFORD, FRANK, Bolton, Painter 
Ord June 23 
RANDELL, HENRY ARNOLD, Mark In, Malt Roaster 
Court Pet Dec 9 Ord June 25 
ROWLAND, Lewis, Neath, Glam Neath 
June 24 
SHaw, Huau, Askam in Furness, Lancs, Labourer 
in Furness Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
SHIELDS, EDWIN TETLOW, Sunderland, 
Sunderland Pet June9 Ord June 22 
SMITH, ALEXANDER GEORGE, Birmingham, 
Victualler Birmingham Pet June 23 
WILLIAMS, THOMAS GILES, Milson, Salop, Carpenter 
Kidderminster Pet June 23 Ord June z3 
WRIGHT, CHARLES ELVY, Finsbury circus 
Pet Mar 6 Ord June 22 
WRIGHT, THOMAS HENRy, Barnard Castle, 
Saddler stockton on lees Pet June 22 Ord June 22 
WYLIk, ISABELLA SMITH MATHISON, Riackpool, Boarding 
House Keeper Preston Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in 
London Gazettee of June 21: 
GILBERT, HARRY FIELD, Cleethorpes, Wire Artist 
Grimsby PetJune17 Ord June 17 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, RECEIVING ORDER 
RESCINDED, AND PETITION DISMISS&D 
SMEE, HARRY FREDERICK, Station rd, Willesden Green 
Grocer’s Assistant High Court Pet May6 Rev Ord 
May 6 Adjud May 6 Resc, Anuul, and Dis Pet June 23 


Plumber Bradford Pet 


Retailer 


suilder 
Poole Pet 


Pet 


Pres- 


Notting- 
Folkestone, 
Ord June 25 
Nott ngham 
Toy Dealer 
Bolton 
High 
Pet June 7 Ord 
Balrow 
Oil Merchant 
Licensed 


Ord June 23 


High Conrt 


Gt 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


GUILDING, EDWARD WINGFIELD, Guildford 


tuildford 
Adjud Mar10 Annul May 18 saan 





Pet June 23 | 


/ 
Durham, 





NORWAY, 


VISITING FINEST FJORDS, 
by 
the Famous Yachting Steamer 
‘*‘OPHIR”’ 

From LONDON— 

15th July. 
From GRIMSBY— 

16th and 30th July; 

13th and 27th August. 


13 DAYS 


for 


12 GUINEAS 


and 


Upwards, 
LUXURIOUS ACCOMMODATION 





Write for Free I'lustrated Booklet to ORIENT STEAM 
NAVIGATION COMPANY, 5, Fenchurch Avenue, London, 
E.C., and 28, Cockspur Street, 8.W. Managers—F. GREEN 
& CO., and ANDERSON, ANDERSON & Co. 


ROOMS FOR MEETINGS. 


The Council of the Society of Incorporated Accountants 
and Anditors are prepared to let the Council Chamber 
(which has been specially designed and furnished) and 
the Lecture Room at 50, GRESHAM STREET, BANK, 
E.C., for 


COMPANY MEETINGS, ARBITRATIONS, &c. 


Terms may be had on application to the Secretary 
at the above address. 


THE ALLIANCE CREDIT BANK 
OF LONDON, LIMITED, 
11, SOUTHAMPTON ROW, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 


ADVANCES from £100 to any amount 
without delay on reasonable terms, with or without 
security on Note of Hand, Stocks and Shares, Life 
Policies, &c. BILLS DISCOUNTED. 

Prospectus gratis. A. N. SQUIRRELL, Manager. 
DETECTIVE for Divorce, Blackmail, Forgery, 

Wills, Commercial and Family 
Matters, Watching, Inquiries at Home and Abroad. 


Strictest secrecy. 16 years’ official and private experience. 
Terms moderate. Reference to Solicitors. 


JOHN CG. HAYES, 


42, Shirlock Road, Hampstead, London, N.W, 

















( SEA ISLAND for INEBRIETY. 
Boating, Billiards, Fishing, Sea-Bathing, &c, 
Iiluetrated Guide sent free from 
F, N. Cuarsrweton, Osea Island, Esser. 





BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 


SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 
Privately or under the Inebriates Acts. 

Two Resident Physicians. 

Terms, 2 to 3Quineas. } mile from Station,G.E.R. 
Telephone: P.O. 8, Buntingford, Telegraphic Address : 

‘RESIDENT, BUNTINGFORD,” 





INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A.. 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
Btudy of ey Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 
Legal and Medical References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 

TeLecraruic Appgess: “ MEDIOAL, LEICESTER.” 





Treatment of INEGRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 


For Gentlemen under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
k. 8. D. HOGG, M.RB.C.S., &c., 
Medical Superintendent. 
Telephone: P.O. 16, KiokmanswosTs, 





SELDEN SOCIETY. 


FOUNDED 1887. 
T'o encourage the study and advance the knowledge of the History 
of English Law. 


Patron : 
HIS MAJESTY THE KING. 
Presipent: Mr. WALTER O. RENSHAW, K.C. 
a MASTER 
“ee . oO HE ROLLS. 
Vick-PRESIDENTS) nye Rreat Hox. Str ROBERT 
FINLAY, G.C.M.G., K.C. 
Councit (March, 1910). 
Mr. Stpnev O. Appry, Sir H. C. Maxweut Lyrs, 
Mr. W.Patey BaILpoy, F.8. A. K C.B. 
The Right Hon, Arruuse | Mr, R. F. Norroy, x.c. 
Mr. Rrcnarp Penwntaroy, 


ConeEN, k.C. 
Dr. Epwin FREsHFIELD. Mr. C, A. Russe tt, x o, 
Sir C. BE. H. CHapwyck|The Hon, Mr. Justice 
HRALRY,K.C.B., K.C. WARRINGTON, 
The Hon. Mr, Justice Jovor. | Mr. T. Cyprtan WItitams. 
Prof. Courtney 8. Kenny. 
Literary Directors : 
Sir Frrpx. Potook, Bt., 13, | Professor Vinooravorr, 19, 
Old-square, Lincoln’r-inn. Linton-road, Oxford. 
Hon. Auditors : 
Mr. J. W. Crark, K.o. | Mr. Husert Hatt. 
Hon. Secretary: Mr. B. Fosserr Loox. 
11, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, London. 
Hon. Treasurer: Mr. J. E, W. River, 
8, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, London, 


Annual Subscription: ONE GUINEA. Life Membership 
(or 30 years for Libraries, &c.): TWENTY GUINEAS, 
Each Member receives the publication for the year of 

subscription, and may subscribe for any previous year, 

Public Libraries, &c., becoming subscribers and requir- 
ing a complete set of past Publications may receive same at 
a special rate. 

Further particulars may be obtained from the Secretary or 

Treasurer. 

Norr.—Publications already issued (price 28s. each to 
Non-Members) : (I.) Select Pleas of the Crown. (II.) Select 
Manorial Pleas. (III.) Select Civil Pieas. (IV.) The Court 
Baron. (V.) Leet Jurisdiction in Norwich. (VI.) Select 
Admiralty Pleas (Vol. 1). (VII.) The Mirror of Justices, 
(VIII.) Bracton and Azo. (IX.) The Coroners’ Rolls. 
(X.) Select Cases in Chancery. (XL) Select Admiralty 
Pleas (Vol. 2). (XII.) The Gourt of Requests. (XIIL) 
Select Pleas of the Forests. (XIV.) Beverley Town Docu- 
ments. (XV.) The Exchequer of the Jews. (XVI.) The 
Star Chamber. (XVII.) Year Books 1 & 2 Ed. 2. 
(X VIII.) Borough Customs (Vol. 1). (XIX.) Year Books 
(Vol, 2) 2&3 Ed.2. (XX.) Year Books (Vol. 3) 3 Ed. 2. 
(XXI.) Borough Customs (Vol. 2). (XXIL.) Year Book 
Series (Vol. 3). (XXIII,) The Law Merchant (Vol, 1). 





Wy Anrep, Nos. 3, 4, and 6, Vol. 51, 1906, 


also No. 2, Vol. 52, 1907, of the Soutcrrors’ 
JourwaL, 6d. will be paid for each copy of the above, 
at the Office. 





Telephone: 602 Holbora. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Founpep 1s THe Reren or Wittram & Mary, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 


To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN, 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LBVEB SUITS IN CLOTH & VBLVBET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Olerks, & Ooroners. 
CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. 


BY AUTHORITY 


Every requisite under the above Act supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 


Suaae Ceativicatses, Desentures, &c., engraved and 
printed. Ovrictat Seats d igned and t 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 
RIGHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c. 


49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C., (corner of 
Serjeante’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed, 








mit 





